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perishable goods, etc.; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By .Mr. ROUSEl: Resolution of the Brotherhood of Railway 
Mail Clerks of Covington, Ky., asking for the repeal of the tax 
on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Local union No. 698, Newport, Ky., in 
relation to the extradition of John J. McNamara; to the Com
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition from Frank B. Sanborn, Fred
erick Starr, Oswald Garrison Villard, Francis El. Woodruff, 
and others, praying that the President and Congress institute a 
special inquiry into the manner in which D. C. Worcester has 
discharged the duties of his office as commissioner in the 
Philippine Islands, said petition being based on a resolution 
censuring Commissioner Worcester passed by a unanimouis vote 
of the Philippine Assembly; to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of Pitts
burg, for an amendment of the corporation-tax law; to the 
Committee on Revision of the Laws. 

Also, resolution of the De Witt Clinton High School, in favor 
of the Owen bill; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department 

By l\1r. THAYER; Petition of D. E. Chase, asking reduction 
in duty on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways 
and l\Ieans. 

By 1\!r. UTTER: Papers to accompany bills granting increases 
of pensions to Ellen M. Cutler, Bridget Kelly, Emily F. Fish, 
and Mary Bonner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of J. A. Buck and 21 other citizens 
of Urbana, Ohio, in favor of House concurrent resolution G, for 
the appointment of a committee to investigate the arrest and 
extradition of John J. McNamara; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WOOD o.f New Jersey: Resolutions adopted by Local 
No. 42 , Cigarmakers' Union of Trenton; Trenton. Lodge, No. 
398, International Association of Machinistst of Trenton; Pat
tern !fakers' Association of Trenton and vicinity; and Mercer 
County Central Labor Union, all in the State of New Jersey, 
urging immediate action by the House of Representatives on 
the resolution introduced by Representative BERGER providing 
for an investigation by a joint committee of the House and 
Senate on the lawfulness of the acts of the arrest of Johri J. 
.McNamara ; to the C-Ommittee on Labor. 

Also, additional affidavits to accompany bill (H. R. 8380) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. Stringer; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

SENATE. 

WEDNESDAY, 11! ay 17, 1911. 
The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMOJUALS. 

The VICE PRESID&W presented a petition of the Poage's 
Mill Sunday school, of Roanoke County, Va., and a petition of 
the Bethe da Sunday school, of Botetourt County, Va., praying 
for the enactment of legislation for the suppression of the 
opium evU, which were referred to. the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Iowa, re
monstrating against the enactment of legislation for the proper 
observance of Sunday' as a day of rest in the District of Co
lumbia, which was referred to the C-Ommittee on th~ District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Takoma Park 
Citizens' Association, of the District of Columbia, praying that 
the extension of New Hampshire A venue be made in a sh·aight 
line, which wns referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also pre ented a memorial of the congregation of the 
Church of Seventh Day Adventists, of Concord, N. H., and a 
memorial of the congregation of the Takoma Park Seventh Day 
Adventists' Church, of the District of C-Olumbia, remonstrating 
against the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the Dis
trict of Columbia, which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented the memorial of George F. Newell, of 
Swanzey, N. H., remonstrating against the proposed reciprocal 
trade agreement between the United Stutes. and Canada, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Ancient Order of Hiber
nians of Dover, N. H., remonstrating against the ratification 
of the proposed treaty of arbitration between the United States 
and Great Britain, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a memorial of the Ancient Order 
of Hibernians, of Strafford County, N. H., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbitration between the 
United States and Great Britain, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the congregation of the 
Seventh Day Adventist Church, of Concord, N. H., remonstrat
ing •against the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the 
District of C-Olumbia, which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the memorial of Herbert H. Chamberlain, 
of Swanzey, N. H., remonstrating against the proposed recip
rocal trade agreement between the United States and Canada, 
which was referred to the C-Ommittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Friday Literary Club, 
of Bradentown, Fla., praying for the repeal of the present oleo
margarine law, which was referred to the Committee on Agri
culture and Forestry. 

l\!r. NEIJSON presented a memorial of the .Ancient Order of 
Hibernians, of Dakota County, Minn., remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed. treaty of arbitration between the 
United States and Great Britain, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of the E. Clemens Horst 
Co., hop growers, of San Francisco, C~ remonstrating :um.inst 
the proposed reciprocal trade agi·eement between the United 
States and Canada and also against the passage of the so-called 
farmers' free-list bill and all antiprotective bills, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a memorial of the county board 
of officers and directors of the Ancient Order of Hibernians 
of Fairfield C-Ounty, Conn., remonstrating against the ratifica
tion of the proposed treaty of arbitration between the United 
States and Great Britain, which was referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations. 

l\Ir. O'GOHMAN presented a petition of the congregation of 
the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Ithaca, N. Y., praying 
for the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbih·ation between 
the United States and Great Britain, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 1627) to authorize the con
struction, maintenance, and operation of a bridge across and 
over the Arkansas River, and for other pnrpo es, reported it 
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 27) thereon. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill ( S. 850) to amend an act entitled uAn act to legalize 
and establish a pontoon railway bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Prairie du Chieu, and to authorize the construction 
of a similar bridge at or near Clinton, Iowa," approved June 
6, 1874 (Hept. No . . 26); and 

A bill (S. 144) to legalize a bridge across the Pend Oreille 
.River in Stevens C-Ounty, Wash. (Rept. No. 25). 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 2003) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Navy to make partial payments for wor k alrendy done 
under public contracts, i~eported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 28) thereon. 

l\lr. BURNHAM. A number of petitions have been received 
relating to cold storage, which have been referred to the Com
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. .As the bill ( S. 13G) to 
prernnt the sale or transportation in interstate or foreign com
merce of articles of food held in cold storage for more than the 
time herein specified, and for regulating traffic therein, and for 
other purposes, is in the hands of the Committee on :Manu
factures, I report back the petitions and move tha t the Commit
tee on Agriculture and Forestry be dii:;charged from th{)il' fur
ther consideration and that they be referred to the Committee 
on· Manufactilres. 

The motion was agreed to. 
LANDS AT PORT ANGELES, WASH. 

1\Ir. JONES. From the Committee on Public Lands I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 339) providing 
for the reappraisement and sale of cer tain lands in the town 
site of Port Angeles, Wash., and for other purposes, and I 
submit a report (No. 24) thereon. It is a short bill and a 
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similar measure has previously passed the Senate. I ask unani-
mous consent for its present consideration. -

The YICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor-
mation of the Senate. . 

The Secretary read the bill and,_ there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con-
sideration. _ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BE6ULATION OF FISHERIES. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I ask unanimous consent to call 
up the bill ( S. 12) to give effect to the provisions of a treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain concerning the 
fisheries in . boundary waters contiguous to the United States 
and the Dominion of Canada, signed at Washington on April 
1, 1908, and ratified by the United States Senate April 13, 1908. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will n.ot object to the 
request made by the Senator from Michigan, but I give notice 
that I shall object to further requests for unanimous consent 
to consider bills until the morning business has been concluded. 
I will do so after this matter has been disposed of. 

Mr. JONES. Unless there is some special reason · why this 
bill should be passed soon, I skould like to ask the Senator 
from Michigan to let it go over for a short time, because I had 
considerable correspondence with some gentlemen. from my 
State with reference to this measure before it was reported. 
I have written to them and sent them a copy of the report and 
bill, and I wish ta find out whether they have any objection to 
urge against the bill. 

Mr. SMl'l'H of Michigan. Mr. President, the object in press
ing the bill for final passage is this: The treaty between these 
two countries was made and promulgated three years ago. - In 
order te give it effect the regulations must be agreed upon be
tween the two countries, and the regulations as they appear in 
Senate bill 12 have been agreed upon. They a.ffect the right 
of fishermen to use certain sized nets in boundary· waters, 
and if the treaty regulations are to go into effect, the :fishermen 
must have ample notice of that fact. Otherwise they will not 
know what to do. with reference to the purchase of new nets. 
· We have held the bill for over a year, in order to correct 
some of its details. About every section of the country directly 
affected by it has been CillSUlted, and I had supposed that the 
Interests of · the Pacific coast, as well as all other interests af
fected, were perfectly satisfied with the regulations. 

I do not like to be insistent when a Senator asks that we may 
delay a measure, and I could not proceed with it except by 
unanimous consent; but the Committee on Foreign Relations 
directed me to make this report, and have asked me to bring it 
to the attention of the Senate. I have done so; but I am not 
going to press it if the Senator from Washington asks for fur-
ther time. . 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the Senator tllat I am satisfied I 
can get word by Monday, ood I really do not anticipate from 
my examination of the bill and the report that there will be 
any objection at all to the measure. But these gentlemen pre
sented such serious objections to the regulations as they were 
proposed that I felt I ought to submit the matter to them before 
the passage of the bill. So I ask that it may go over. 

Ur. SMITH of Michigan. Under the circumstances, I will 
withdraw the request. 

The VICE PRESIDEJ\TT. The Senator from Michigan with
draws the request for the consideration of the bill. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. WATSON; 
A bill ( S. 2359) granting an increase of pension to George S. 

Arnold; 
A bill (S. 2360) granting an increase of pension to David 

Cain; 
A bill ( S. 2361) granting an increase of pension to Eli B. 

Riggs; and 
A bill ( S. 2362) granting a pension to Mary V. Harris; to 

th.e Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. GALLINGER. On the 6th day of April last I introduced 

a bill ( S. 22) to establish and disburse a public-school teachers' 
retirement fund in the District of Columbia. I have been 
requested to introduce another bill on the same subject, which 
I think differs somewhat from the one now before the com
mittee. I introduce this bill by request, and ask that it go 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 
A biµ ( S. 2363) to establish and disburse a pub~ic~sch?ol 

teachers' retirement fund in the District of Columbia (with 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on the District o~ 
Columbia. · 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 
A bill (S. 2364) for the relief of Capt. James Ronayne, 

United States Army; and - _ 
A bill (S. 2365) for the relief of Capt. Frederick B. Shaw; 

to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. WETMORE: 
A bill ( S. 2366) to acquire land along the course of Rock 

Creek tor the purpose of preventing the pollution and obstru~
tion thereof, and of connecting Potomac Park with the Zoologi
cal Park and Rock Creek Park, and providing a new location 
for the United States Botanic Garden; to the ,Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McLEAN: -
A bill (S. 2367) to protect migratory wild fowl in th~ United 

States; to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro
tection of Game. 

A bill (S. 2368) granting a pension to Fanny L. Graham 
(with accompanying paper) ; : 

A bill ( S. 2369) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Tinkham (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES : 
A bill (S. 2370) to amend an act entitled "An act to protect 

trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monop
olies," approved July 2, 1890; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWN: 
A bill (S. 2371) to amend section 3224 of the United States 

Compiled Statutes so as to preveRt the restraining of the a£Ses:::i
ment or collection of any tax-State, eounty, municipal, dis
trict, or 1J,ederal; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2372) to amend an act to create a commerce eourt 
and to amend the act entitled "An act to regulate commerce,'' 
approved February 4, 1887, as heretofore amended, and for 
other purposes, by adding a section tllereto; to the Committee 
on Interstate Commeree. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 
A bill ( S. 2373) to appoint Col. William F. Stewart, United 

States Army, retired, to the rank of brigadier general on the 
retired list of the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: . 
A -bill ( S. 237 4) to amend an act entitled "An act to protect 

trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monop
olies," approved July 2, 1890; to the Committee on. Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I introduce a bill and ask that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. I will state that 
it is a eopy of the act approved July 2, 1890, known as the 
antitrust law, with certain addition5l. I ask that it be printed, 
so that the proposed interlineations may be printed in small 
caps. The Committee on the Judiciary considered and reported 
the original bill, and I ask that this bill be referred to the 
same committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the order will 
be entered for the printing of the bill in the manner suggested 
by' the Senator from Te-xas. 

By _ Mr. CULBERSON: 
A bill ( S. 2375) to protect trade and commerce against un

lawful restraints and monopolies; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 
A bill ( S. 2376) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 

Ellis R. Douglass (with accompanying paper) ; _ 
A bill ($·. 2377) granting a pension to Jennie A. Pettingell 

(with accompanying paper); and _ 
A bill ( S. 2378) granting an increase of pension to Robert 

F. Carter (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 
A bill ( S. 2379) granting a pension to Addie Roof; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. WARREN: 
A bill ( S. 2380) granting a pension to William McCabe; to 

the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SW ANSON: 
A bill ( S. 2381) for the relief of the estate of Antonia 

Sousa, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 2382) for the relief of Frederick Hughson; 
A bill (S. 2383) for the relief of the heirs of Lemmus J. 

Spence, deceased;. and 
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A bill ( S. 2384) for the relief of Thomn.s Johnson or his 
legal representnth'es; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 
A bill ( S. 23l 5) granting a pension to Frederica R. Watson; 

to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BANl~HEAD: 
A bill ( S. 23S6) for the relief of Alberti Operti; 
A bill ( S. 2387) for the relief of Alberti Operti; and 
A bill ( S. 2388) for the relief of Alberti Operti; to the Com-

mittee on the Library. . 
A bill ( S. 2389) for the relief of the Alabama Great Sonth

ern R ailroad Co. ; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Ronds. 

A bill (S. 2300) for the relief of the representatives of the 
estate of Henry C. Sills. deceased; 

A bill ( S. 2H91) for tbe relief of W. R. Hall; 
A bill ( S. 2392) for the relief of the estate of Edward Bed

sole, decensed: 
A bill ( S. 2393) for the relief of the heirs of John L. Hayes, 

decen~ed; 

A bill (S. 2394) for the relief of Samuel H. Yarborough and 
estate of John Jones, deceased; 

A bill ( S. 2395) for the relief of the heirs or estate of James 
M. Alexander. deceased ; 

A bill ( S. 2396) for the relief of A. J. Southard ; 
A bill ( S. 23!)7) for the relief of the heirs of Calvin Lacy; 
A bilJ (S. 239S) for the relief of Turner Jones; 
A bill (S. 2399) for the relief of the Alabama Great Southern 

Railroad Co. ; 
A bill ( S. 2400) for the relief of Susan Seymour, heir of 

Edward H. Wade. deceased; 
A bil1 ( S. 2401) for the relief of David C. and Daniel W. 

Reece, heirs of Andrew Reece, deceased: 
A bill (S. 2402) for the relief of W-iJliam J. Hammond and 

Francis M. Warren, heirs of the estate of Solomon Kean, de
ceased; 

A bill { s. 2403) for the relief of Dempsey Smith, heir of 
Wade Smith, deceased; 

A bill { S. 2404) for the relief of heirs or estate of 0. C. 
Blnncit, deceaF:ed ; 

A bilJ (S. 2405) for the relief of Samuel H. Yarbrough and 
esrate of John Jones. deceased; 

A bi11 ( S. 2406), for the relief of he.irs or estates of Elbert H. 
Ellett and Malinda IL"llett. deceased; 

A bill ( S. 2407) for the relief of James Williams; 
A bill (S. 2408) for the relief of the heirs or estate of W. C. 

Burlison, decensed; 
A bill ( S. 2409) for the relief of Thomas Seymour; 
.A bill (S. 2410) for the relief of heirs or estate of Benjamin 

Lawler, deceased; · 
A bill ( S. 2411) for the relief of Salina E. Lauderdale; 
A bi11 (S. 2412) for the relief of Lewis Metz; 
A bill (S. 2413) for the relief of William W. Callahan, ad

ministrator of the estate of Th-0mas Gibbs; 
A bill ( S. 2414) for the relief of Rittenhouse 1\Ioore; and 
A bill (S. 2415) for the relief of Dr. J. L. Vineyard; to 

the Committee on Ola ims. 
A bi11 {S. 2416) granting a pension to Jennings J. Pierce 

(with accompanying paper); 
A bill (S. 2417) granting a pension to Andrew J. Tidwell 

(with accompanying papers) , 
A bi11 (S. 2418) granting a pension to Janie Atnip; 
A bill ( S. 2419) granting a pension to Daniel S. Jones; 
A bill (S. 2420) grantin~ a pension to William 1\1. Hall; 
A bill (S. 2421) granting an increase of pension to Ernest 

1Yewba11er; 
A bill ( S. 2422) granting an increase of pension to William 

Pri tcfill rd ; 
A bill ( S. 2423) granting an increase of pension to Mary 

Walls; 
A bill ( S. 2424) granting a pension to Elias Brown; and 
A bill ( S. 2425) granting an increase of pension to T. L. 

Wi11inms; to the Committee on Pensions. · 
By Mr. BRA~DEGEE: 
A bill ( s. 2426) to Jn corporate the " Descendants of the 

Signers " ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By l\1r. GALLINGER: 
A joint resolntion ( S. J. Res. 27) proposing an ame.ndment 

to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS--JOHN B. LEE, 

On motion of 1\Ir. CHAMBERLAIN, it was 
Ordered, That tbe papers in tbe case of John B. Lee (S. 70.23), 

Sixty-first Congress, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

COST OF LIVING IN AMEBIOAN TOWNS. 

On motion of 1\Ir. SMOOT, it was 
Ordered, That 500 copies of Senate - Document No. 22, on Cost o:t 

Living in American Towns, be printed for the use of the Senate docu
ment room. 

THE STANDARD OIL CO. ET AL. V. THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. SMOOT. .Mr. President, I have received many telegrams 
and letters this morning from different sections of .the country 
asking that tbe decision of the United States Supreme Court 
in the Standard Oil case be printed as a public document ( S. 
Doc. No. 34). I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
the decision be printed. and also that the dissenting opinion of 
lli. Justice Harlan be printed in the same document-5,000 
copies for the use of the Senate document room. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Cbair 
hears none, and the order is entered. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand that the dissenting opinion 
of Mr. Justice Harlan probably has not been fully prei)ared or 
revi ed, and if the opinion of the majority of the court, deliv
ered by the Chief Justice, is printed, I suggest that the dis
senting opinion as delivered from the bench, and which has 
been published, go along with the main opinion at the same 
time. 

Mr. SMOOT. Would the Senator object to withholding the 
publication of the document until the dissenting opinion of 1\Ir. 
Justice Harlan is ready? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not object to taking time to get 
both complete, but I object to printing the main opinion first 
and the dis enting opinion afterwards. 

Ur. SMOOT. I will see that the document is not printed 
until both opinions are ready. 

Mr. CUI,BERSON. Very well. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The order will then be, if there be 

. no objection, that both opinions be printed in one doeument. 
DEMOc:&ACY AND ART. 

Mr. BORAH. I desire to have printed as a document an 
article by Dr. W. K. Bush-Brown on the subject of "Democ
racy and art." I ask that the article be referred t.o the Com· 
mittee on Printing for action. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paper pre
sented by tbe Senator from Idaho will be referred to the Com
mittee on Printing for recommendation. 

PULP A.ND NEWS-PRINT-P~B INDUSTBY, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Henate the follow· 
ing message from the President of the United State~ (S. Doc. 
No. 31), which was read and, with tbe accom anymg paper, 
referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 
I ba ve the honor to transmit herewith a re-port on the pulp 

and news-print-paper industry by the Tnriff Board. In re
sponse to a resolution of the Senate dated February 23, 1911, 
I forwarded a report by the Tariff Board aDBwering as far as 
practicable the inquiries of that resolution. That report con
tained a preliminary report on the pulp and news-print-paper 
industry. 

As will be seen from the letter of transmittal, the present 
report is not a supplement to th~ preliminary report, but is a 
complete unit in itself. 

WM. H. TAFT. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, May 1'1, 1911. 

AUTHORITY OVEB WATER POWER IN STATES. 

l\:fr. JONES. I offer the resolution which I s~nd t~ the desk 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LODGE in the chair). The 
fesolution will be rend for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution ( S. Res. 44), as follows: 
Resolv ed That the Committee an the Judiciary of tbe Sennte be, 

and it is hereby, directed to repor:f to the SE>nate, at as early a dat e as 
ossible in the next regular sesR1on of Congress, upon t he power and 

~utbority of the National Gove~nment over the devP.looment and use of 
watn power within the respective States, and espeC1al_ly-

Flrst. Has the National Government any aut hority. to impose a 
charge for the use of water power developed on nonnav1gable streams, 
whether State or interstate? . 

Second. Has it any authority Jn granting pPrm1ts to ~evelop water 
power on a navigable stream to jmpose and enf~rce conditions relating 
to stated payments to the Government. regulatton of charges to con
sumers, and determination of the l'ight to make use of such developed 

po;~~:d Has it authority in disposing of any of its lands, reserved or 
unreser~ed, necessary and suitable for nse In connt>ction with the de
velopm<>nt or use of water power on a nonnavignble stream, whether 
State or interstate, by lease or otherwise. to limit the time for which 
such development may continue or to impo e and enforce charges for 
the use and development of such water power or to control and regu
late the disposition of such water power to its consumers? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let the resolution go over, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the 

resolution goes over. 

:FEDERAL ANTITRUST DECISIONS. 

Mr. GORE. I submit a concurrent resolution, and ask that 
it be read. 

The resolution ( S. Con. Res. 3) was read, as follows: 
Resolved, by the Senate (the House of Representatives con.curring), 

·That there be printed and bound 3,000 copies of the Federal antitrust 
decisions, 1890 to 1911, to be compiled by the direction of the Depart
ment o! Justice, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies 
for the use of the Houi;e of Representatives. 

Mr. GORE. I ask that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Printing for action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

INVESTIGATIONS OF ADYANCES IN RA.TES BY CARBIEBS. 

Mr. CUMMINS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
43), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

ResoZvea, That the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and 
is hereby, authorized to have made for use of Members of the Senate 
an index-digest -0f the reeord (al.ready printed) in Senate Documents 
Nos. 3400 and 3500, Interstate Commerce Commission, entitled " In re In
vestigations of Advances in Rates by Curriers," etc., at a cost not to exceed 
$1,500, payable as the work progre ses, on warrants or orders of the 
chairman of said committee, out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the elec
tion of a President pro tempore of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

· The Secretary proceeded to call the roIL 
Mr. BACON (when his name was called). I have a pair with 

the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. FBYE]. I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Oklahoma [l\Ir. OWEN], and vote for 
the Senator from South Carolina I Mr. TILLMAN]. I desire to 
say that I will consider this announcement made as to any 
subsequent ballot on this question. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE (when Mr. BoURNE's name was called). 
The senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. BOURNE] i.s unavoidably 
detained from the Senate. I am instructed to say that if he 
were present he would vote for the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. CLAPP]. 

l\1r. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] which I transfer to the junior Senator from Wis
consin [Mr. STEPHENSON]. I desire this announcement to stand 
for the day. I yote for the Sena.tor from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired for the 
day with the senior Senn.tor from Oregon [Mr. BoURm::]. If he 
were present, I should vote for the Senator from New Hamp
shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. He being absent, I withhold my vote 
and let this announcem.ent stand for the rest of the day. 

Mr. CRAWFORD (when Mr. GAMBLE'S name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. GAMBLE] is unavoidably absent. He re
quested me to say that if he were present he would vote for the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. I make this 
statement for the rest of the day. 

l\Ir. GUGGENHEIM (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 

·PAYNTER], who is unavoidably detained from the Senate. I 
therefore withhold my vote. I make this announcement for the 
balance of the day. 

l\fr. CUMMINS (when Mr. KENYON'S name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. KENYON] is unavoidably absent from the city 
to-dny and will be for some days to come. . 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. PERCY]. 
I transfer that pair to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
GAMBLE] and will vote. I make this announcement for any 
subsequent vote to-day upon the same subject. I vote for the 
Senator from New .Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. GORE (when Mr. OWEN's name was called). My col-
league [Mr. OWEN] is necessarily absent from the Senate and 
from the city. I make this announcement for the day. 

l\fr. DU PONT (when Mr. RrcH.A.nDSON's name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. RrcIIARDsoN] is unavoidably absent. He 
.is paired with the junior Senator from South Carolina IMr. 

SMITH]. If my colleague were present and free to vote, he 
would vote for the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL
LINGER], and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMrrH] 
would vote for the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BACON]. I 
make this announcement for the day should there be any 
other votes on this question. 

Mr. WATSON (when his name wus called). I have a gen~ 
eral pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BRIGGS]. If he were present he would vote for the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and I should vote 
for the Senator from Georgia [l\Ir. BACON]. 

I also desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. CHILTON] 
is necessarily absent from ·the Senate. He has a general pair 
with the senior Senator from: Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. If my 
colleague were present, he would vote for the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. BACON] and the senior Senator from Illinois 
would vote for the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL
LINGER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BORAH (after having voted for Mr. GALLINGER). I 

observe that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP] is not in 
the Chamber. I have a pair with the Senator from Minnesota, 
and in view of his absence I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DIXON. I transfer my pair with the senior Senn.tor 
from Oregon [Mr. BouRNE] to the junior Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. KENYON] and will vote. I vote for the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I desire to announce for the day 
that the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. DAVIS] is pa.ired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoRIMEB]. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am requested to announce that the 
Senator from South· Carolina [Mr. SMITH], who is unavoid· 
ably absent to-day, is paired with the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. RICHARDSON]. If the Senator from South Carolina were 
present he would vote for the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
BACON]. 

The roll eall resulted as follows: 

Bailey 
Bankhead 
Bryan 
Chamberlain 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culberson 
Fletcher 
Foster 

Bradley 
Brandegee 
Brown 
Burnham 
Burton 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Curtis 

Bristow 
Crawford 

FOR MR. BACON-32. 
Gore Myers 
Hitcheock New lands 
Johnson, Me. O'Gorman 
Johnston, Ala. 0-verman 
Kern Pomerene 
Lea Rayner 
Martin, Va. Reed 
Martine, N. J. Shively 

FOR MR. GAI...LINGER-30. 
. Dillingham 
Dixon 
du Pont 
Heyburn 
Jones 
Lippitt 
Lodge 
Mc Cumber 

McLean 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Root 

FOR MR. CLA.PP-7. 
Cummins La Follette 
Gronna Poindexter 

FOR M.R. LODGE-1. 
Gallinger 

FOR MR. TILLMAN-1. 
Bacon. 

NOT VOTil\G-20. 

Simmons 
Smith, M.d. 
Stone 
Swanson 
Taylor 
Terrell 
Thornton 
Williams 

Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Works 

Borah ·cull om Kenyon Richardson 
Bourne Davis Lorimer Smith, S. C. 
Bri~gs Frye Owen Stephenson 
Chilton Gamble Paynter Tillman 
Clapp Guggenheim Percy Watson 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-one Senators have 
voted; necessary to a choice, 36. The Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. BACON] has 32, the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER] has 30, the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPI>] 
has 7, the Sena.tor from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] has 
1, and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] has 1. 
There is no choice. The Secretary will call the i·oll. 

The Secretary proceeded to <;all the roll. 
Mr. BACON (when his name wa.s called). With the same 

announcement of the transfer of pairs that I previously made, I 
vote for the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

Mr. BORAH (when .his name was called). I make the same 
announcement that I made on the former vote. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM (when his name was called). I again 
announce my pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
PAYNTER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. WATSON. The announcement of pairs that I made on 

the former vote stands for to-day. 
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The roll call, having been concluded, resulted as follows: 

Bailey 
Bankhead 
Bryan 
Chamberlain 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culberson 
Fletcher 
Foster 

Bradley 
Brandegee 
Brown 
Burnham 
Burton 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Curtis 

Bristow 
Crawford 

FOR MR. BACON-32. 
Gore Myers 
Hitchcock New lands 
Johnson, Me. O'Gorman 
Johnston, Ala. Overman 
Kern Pomerene 
Lea Rayner 
Martin, Va. Reed 
Martine, N. J. Shively · 

FOR MR. GALLINGER-29. 
Dillingham Nelson 
du Pont Nixon 
Heybm·n Oliver 
Jones Page 
Lippitt Penrose 
Lodge Perkins 
Mccumber Root 
McLean Smith, Mich. 

FOR MR. CLAPP-7. 
Cummins La Follette 
Gronna Poindexter 

FOR MR. LODGE-1. 
Gallinger. 

FOR MR. TILLMAN-1. 
Bacon. 

NOT VOTING-21. 
Borah Davis Lorimer 
Bourne Dixon Owen 
Briggs Frye Paynter 
Chilton Gamble Percy 
Clapp Guggenheim Richardson 
Cullom Kenyon Smith. S. C. 

Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Swanson 
Taylor 
Terrell 
Thornton 
Williams 

Smoot 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Works 

Stephenson 
Tillman 
Watson 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy Senators ha ye voted; 
necessary to a choice, 36. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
B.AcoN] has 32, the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL
LINGER] 29, the Senator from Minnesota [l\fr. CLAPP] 7, the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 1, and the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] 1. There is no choice. 

ELECTION OF SEN A.TORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 
Mr. BORAH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con

sideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 39) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution providing that Senators shall 
be elected by the people of the several States. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

1-'he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
BRISTOW]. 

Mr. CRAWFORD obtained the floor. 
l\Ir. WARREN. Will the Senator from South Dakota yield 

to me for a moment to present a matter? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 

Dakota yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. ORA WFORD. Certainly. 

MEMBER OF BOA.RD OF MANA.GERS OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS' HOME. 
Mr. W AitR'EN. Last month I introduced and asked for the 

consideration of a joint resolution (S. J. Res. 14) for appoint
ment of a member of the Board of Managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. The man whose name 
I presented is an ex-Senator who has done faithful and valu
able service in the United States Senate, an old soldier who 
served with distinction through the Civil War, and always the 
friend of the soldier, whether in public or private life. Although 
the measure carried unanimously, a motion to reconsider has 
since been entered. I now wish to present a letter from ex-Senator 
Scott, which I ask may be read, and then I will ask unani
mous consent to strike from the calendar the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the letter 
will be read. _ 

The Secretary read as follows: 
MY DEAR SENATOR WARREN: In your personal friendship for me you 

introduced a joint resolution naming me as a member to fill a vacancy 
on the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun
teer Soldiers. 

The resolution was offered without my knowledge, as you know. I am 
informed that a member of the Military Committee objects. I therefore 
ask that you withdraw the said resolution. 

Thanking you and my former associates in the Senate for the prompt 
passage of the resolution, I remain, 

Yours, very truly, N. B. SCOTT. 
MAY 10, 1911. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to strike from the 
calendar Order No. 1, which is the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OIJ°'FICER. The Chair thinks that the 
previous action of the Senate will have to be reconsidered-

Mr. WARREN. Very . well. Then I make that motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (continuing). As a motion to 

reconsider is pending. 
Mr. CUMMINS. A parliamentary inquiry. What would be 

the effect upon the order of business already established of 

taking up this matter for consideration? The Senate has voted 
to take up for consideration--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
is occupying the floor by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WARREN. By consent of the Senator having the floor 
and by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I understand that, but if the Senate takes 
up for consideration another legislative matter, it seems to me 
it will displace the joint resolution called up by the Senator 
from Idaho. 

Mr. GALLINGER and others. Ob, no. 
Mr. WARREN. We are still in the morning hour-
Mr. CUMMINS. I understand that. 
Mr. WARREN. And I asked unanimous consent. 
Mr. CUM.i\IINS. I asked the Chair as a parliamentary in

quiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not a question of laying 

aside House joint resolution 39, because that comes up on 
motion; but it can be temporarily laid aside by unanimous con
sent and this measure disposed of, and then the Senate will 
return to the consideration of the House joint resolution. 

Mr. CUM~llNS. I understand that; but it has not been tem
porarily laid aside by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not need to be tem
porarily laid aside by unanimous consent. It can be displaced 
by unanimous consent. • 

Mr. CUMMINS. I simply want to preserve the order that 
has been established. I have no objection whatever to the 
motion proposed by the Senator from Wyoming. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood, when 
the Sena.tor from Idaho yielded to the Senator from Wyoming, 
that he would allow him temporarily to displace the House 
joint resolution and dispose of this measure. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from South Dakota addressed 
the Chair presumably upon the joint resolution which had 
already been taken up. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is aware of that. 
Mr. CUMMINS. And the Senator from South Dakota yielded 

to the ·Senator from Wyoming. 
Mr. WARREN. For this purpose only. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 

thereupon asked unanimous consent to dispose of this measure 
now, and as there was no objection the measure was taken up. 

M1._ CUMMINS. If after the disposition of the matter pro
posed by the Senator from Wyoming the joint resolution pro
posing an amendment to the Constitution at once takes its place 
before the Senate, I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly it will, in the opinion 
of the Chair. · 

1\Ir. WARREN. I move that the votes by which the joint 
resolution (S. J . Res. 14) for appointment of a member of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, be reconsidered, with 
a view of thereafter moving the indefinite postponement of the 
joint resolution. 
· The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the indefinite postponement of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BROWN. Before that order is made I simply desire to 
say that I entered the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed, not in any spi\'it of hostility 
at all to ex-Senator Scott. I have great per onal regard and 
admiration for him as a man and as one of the defenders of 
the country when it needed a defense. My only purpose was, 
not being present when the joint resolution was adopted, to 
giYe the Grand Army people of my State an opportunity to be 
heard. They had written to me with regard to the vacancy 
which had been caused by the death of one of the past com
manders of that State, and I entered the motion in order to 
hold it in statu quo until I might hear from them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Wyoming that the joint 
resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA.. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay before the Sen
ate the amendment submitted by the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. CRAWFORD] to the bill (H. R. 4412) to promote reciprocal 
trade relations with the Dominion of Canada, and for other pur
poses. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, on January 26, 1911, the 
President of the United States sent a special message to the 
two Houses of the Sixty-first Congress, transmitting corre-
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spondence embodying an agreement between the Department of 
State and the Canadian Government in regard to certain pro
posed reciprocal tariff legislation; also statistical information 
showing the effect of the proposed agreement upon the com
merce and revenues of the United States and the Dominion of 
Canada. No more important and notable document has been 
received from a President of these United States in many a 
year. 

It is of the highest importance, because it proposes a com
plete-and I may say radical-change in the policy and atti
tude of the Government of the United States toward what has 
heretofore been regarded as the most fundamental as well as 
the greatest of all our industries-agriculture-its purpose being 
to remove absolutely all duties from the farm products here
after grown in the Dominion of Canada, a great empire with 
unlimited possibilities for the growth of identically the same 
crops as those grown throughout the northern part of the 
United States; an empire stretchlng in vast area 3,700 miles 
across our entire northern boundary; the only country in the 
world whose people can compete with ours, on the North Ameri
can Continent, in the production and sale of Temperate Zone 
soil products; it proposes to exempt these products from all 
duty, whether for revenue or protection, and to allow them 
henceforth free access to the markets of the United States upon 
a basis of absolute equality with the products of the farms in 
this country. 

It is a notable document because of its great clearness of 
statement, the kindliness of the sentiment it expresses, the 
loftiness of its tone, and the desire so deeply manifest to pro
mote a feeling of amity and good will between two kindred 
peoples. The President says : 

This .trade agree~ent, if ~nter~d into, will cement the friendly rela
tions with the Dominion which have resulted from the satisfactory set
tlement of the controversies that have lasted for a century and further 
promote good feeling between kindred peoples. • * * The geo
graphical proximity, the closer relation of blood, common sympathies, 
and identical moral and social ideas furnish very real and striking 
rea. _ons why t}fis agree~ent ought to be viewed from a higher plane. 

Smee becommg a nation Canada has been our good neighbor, imme
diately contiguous across a wide continent without artificial or natural 
barrier, except navigable waters used in common. She bas cost us 
nothing in the way of preparations for defense against her possible 
assault, and she never will. She has sought to agree with us quickly 
when differences have disturbed our relations. She shares with us 
common traditions and aspirations. 

Notwithstanding the fine optimism with which the President 
commends the proposed measure, he is cautious in what he 
says about its bringing about a reduction in the cost of living 
in the United States. He says: 

I do not wish to hold out the prospect that the unrestricted inter
change of food products will greatly and at once reduce their cost to 
the people of this country. * • * Reciprocity with Canada must 
necessarily be chiefly confined in its effect on the eost of living to food 
and forest products. The question of the -cost of clothing as affected 
by duty on textiles and their raw materials, so much mooted, is not 
within the scope of an agreement with Canada, because she raises com
paratively few wool sheep and her textile manufactures are unim
portant. 

So the President, who is its most enthusiastic advocate, 
makes ·no promise that this measure will reduce the cost of food 
products to the consµmer in the United States; he frankly ad
mits that it will not in the slightest degree affect the cotton 
and woolen schedules, and that the cost of clothing will not be 
reduced in any manner as the result of its enactment. 

If this proposed law is not to reduce the cost of food prod
ucts, nor of clothing, to the consumers in this country, are we 
to enact it simply upon the ground that it will "cement the 
friendly relations" already existing between the Dominion and 
the United States? 

Those relations have been unbroken for a hundred years. Is 
there any need just now of changing our policies, in order that 
they may continue in the future as they have in the past? A.re 
we not enjoying our full share of the Dominion's trade now? 

In the year 1910 Canada's total trade with the world was 
$693,211,221. Her imports were $385,833,103. Of this amount 
she imported $233,071,155 from the United States, and only 
$152,763,910 from the rest of the world. She bought from the 
people of the United States what amounts to about $30 worth 
of goods for each one of her 7,500,000 people. During the same 
year our imports from Canada were $95,128,310, about $1 for 
each of our 95,000,000 people. The Canadians purchased from 
us $30 worth of goods per capita, and we purchased from them 
$1 per capita. 

The most cordial relations exist between the two peoples. 
There is no crying demand for a change on the part of the 
Canadian~. They firmly adhere to a protective tariff upon man
ufactured articles and are careful not to change that policy in 
thi trade agreement. Of present trade conditions we certainly 
can not complain. In 1910 Canada's trade with the United 
States was $53,000,000 more than with Great Britain; in 1909 
our sales to Canada were $192,661,000 and Great Britain's sales 

' 
to her were only $86,257,000, notwithstanding she gives the 
mother country a preferential tariff rate 33} per cent below the 
rate imposed against us. She is our third best customer, and U 
cotton were eliminated she would rank second. She is growing 
and prosperous and exceedingly friendly, She insists upon a 
tariff wall against us, to protect her growing manufacturing 
interests, and without resentment we cheerfully recognize her 
right to do so. We shall not quarrel with her because she re
fuses to change her protective policy for the sole purpose of 
"cementing friendly relations " with us. 

If we could have a reciprocal treaty with Canada under which 
trade in the products of each country would flow back and forth 
between the two as freely as it does now between the great 
States of Pennsylvania and New York, it may be that it would 
be a good thing for both countries, ·considering the situation and 
cost of production in each, and that each " wo-uld find in loss a 
gain to match" ; out Canada herself makes that impossible. It 
is her firmly adopted policy to build up her own manufacturing 
industries under a protective tariff, and we can not persuade 
her to change that policy. The proposed trade agreement is the 
limit beyond which she will not go on her side. If we enact 
this law as proposed, without amendment, it will give to Canada 
free admission into the markets of the United States for her 
farm products without a sufficient "quid pro quo " to our people 
as n whole. 

She will have secured what she wants without giving up 
anything in return. Having obtained that, she will not ad
vance one step nearer. 

So we must face this proposed law as the limit beyond which 
she will firmly decline to pass, unless we insist upon amending 
it now. · 

The main question for us to decide, then, is: Shall we aceept 
this bill unchanged and admit the farm products of Canada 
into the United States free of duty, leaving a duty upon what 
the President calls "secondary food products, or foodstuffs 
partly manufactured"; a tariff to remain on lumber, except 
rough boards, and each of the Canadian Provinces reserving the 
right to impose export duties on wood pulp, pulp wood, and news 
print paper; a tariff to remain on manufactured products gen
erally when imported by one of the countries from the other? 

l\Ir. President, I can not give my assent to this proposal, be
cause, in the first place, I do not believe it will promote the 
general welfare of the people of the United States; in the sec
ond place, it will, in my judgment, do irreparable harm to agri
culture, which is our greatest industry. 

The proposed law is, in effect, a declaration that we intend 
no longer to depend upon the cultivation of our own soil and 
the industry of the American farmer for our food supplies, and 
that agriculture in the United States is no longer to hold its 
imperial place at the head of our great industries, but is hence
forth to be treated as n. pursuit of lesser importance among 
American people, because from this time on we shall look be
yond these American farIDB into foreign lands and we. shall 
invite the whole world, upon equal terms, to compete with the 
American farmer in his own market place. In the third place, 
the law, as proposed, gives an unfair advantage to and an 
unjust discrimination in favor of certain trusts in the United 
Stntes without giving any relief to the consumer from the 
burden of the cost of living, against which he bitterly com
plains. 

The po).icy of this legislation is to recognize the people of the 
United States, not as a people engaged in agriculture, manufac
tures, and commerce, with the dominating influence in agricul
tural pursuits and in rural communities, but an urban people 
engaged in manufacturing and commercial pursuits, with its 
dominating and formative national tendencies in the great 
cities and congested centers; a people who shun the country as 
a place of solitude and loneliness and the tiller of the soil as a 
'\'anishing type, who will disappear from the land in a few 
more generations. This proposed law not only recognizes this 
tendency, but will accentuate it ten thousand fold. 

Mr. President, we are seemingly unaware of the remarkable 
influx of humanity that is swiftly changing the entire current 
of our national life. What a vast difference between the con
ditions which prevail in a farming community in the West, 
several hundred miles distant from a city, and the conditions 
of life in the East Side, in the Bronx, or in lower Manhattan, 
in the great city of New York. 

I have examined with great interest the report of the New 
York City commission on "Congestion of population," made on 
the 28th day of February last, in which it quotes the follow
ing, written in 1905 by Mr. Lawrence Veiller, a well-known 
housing expert: 

No conception of the existing conditions can be obtained from any 
general statements. To say that the lower East Side or New York is 
the most densely populated spot in the habitable globe gives no adequate 
idea of the i·eal conditions. To say that in one section of the city the 
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density of the population is 1,000 to the acre; and that the greatest 
density of population in the most densely populated part of Bombay 
is but 759 to the acre ; in Prague, 485 to the acre ; in Paris, 434 ; in 
London, 365; in Glasgow, 350; in Calcutta, 204, gives one no adequate 
realization of the state of affairs. No more does it to say that in many 
city blocks on the Elast Side there is often a population of from 2,000 
to 3,000 persons, a population equal to that of a good-sized village. 

The only way that one can understand the real conditions is to go 
down into the streets of these districts and see the thousands of per
sons thronging there and making them impassable. So congested have 
become the conditions of some of the quarters of this city that it is not 
an exaggeration to say that there are more people living there than the 
land or the atmosphere can safely sustain. The limits have not only 
been reached, but have long _been passed. 

The New York City commission to which I have referred also 
quotes the following from a book published last year by 1\Ir. 
Veiller, called "The housing problem," in which the author 
charges that-

The conditions of New York are without parallel in the civilized 
world. In no city in Europe, not in Naples nor in Rome, neither in 
London nor in Paris, neither in Berlin nor Budapest, not in Con
stantinople nor in St. Petersburg, not in ancient Edinburgh nor mod
ern Glasgow, not in heathen Canton nor Bombay are to be found such 
conditions as prevail in modern, enlightened, twentieth-century, Chris-
tian New York. · 

In no other city is the mass of the working population housed as it is 
in New York, in tall tenement houses extending up into the air 50 or 
60 feet and stretching for miles in every direction as far as the eye 
can reach. 

In no other city are there the same appalling conditions with regard 
to lack of light and air in the homes of the poor. In no other city is 
there so great congestion and overcrowding. In no other city do the 
poor so suffer from excessive rents. In no other city are the conditions 
of city lite so complex. Nowhere are the evils of modern life so 
varied. Nowhere are the problems so difficult of solution. 

This commission, appointed under the administration of Mayor 
Gaynor, reports that the congestion so scathingly arraigned by 
Mr. Veiller in 1905 is growing worse and is still increasing in 
the sections of the city which had even in that year the greatest 
density of population per acre. While the commission was pre
paring its report, a building of 55 stories was planned tor lower 
Manhattan, and yet the commission reports that in a six-story 
tenement, under existing laws, it is possible that only one 
room out of four will obtain an adequate supply of sunshine, 
and that it is possible to cover an entire plot of land adjacent 
to such a tenement house by a factory or warehouse of almost 
any height; that in this way a tenement house may be deprived 
not only of light, but of ventilation, for the yards or shafts be
come closed ducts. It reports that in certain blocks in the 
Borough of Manhattan no thorough ventilation can be had by 
reason of the fact that these various buildings surround the 
tenement house. The congestion is growing worse. In the 
block in Manhattan bounded by Grand, Broome, Ridge, and 
Pitt Streets the population increased from 1,845 to 2,552 from 
1905 to 1910, an increase in that one block of 709. In that dis
trict there was an increase from 910 per acre to 1,260 per acre. 
The commission goes on to say: 

.A study of the changes in density of population from 1905 to 1910 
of 28 important blocks in the lower part ot the Bronx which had in 
1905 a population of 1,000 or over is even more significant, because 
near many of these blocks are others practically unimproved, and 
within walking distance of some are scores of acres of vacant lands. 

In these crowded tenements parents, children, and from three 
to eight adult boarders are often found occupying apartments 
of two, three, and four rooms. 

In 122 blocks in Manhattan, which in 1905 had a density of 
over 750 people -per acre, 65 per cent were foreign born, the 
Italians and Russians predominating. In 1905 the foreign-born 
population of Manhattan Borough was 890,142, and 23 per cent 
of these were domiciled in blocks having a density of over 750 
per acre, while only 9 per cent of .American-born people were liv· 
ing under like. conditions. South of Fourteenth Street, on the 
East Side, the native-born population from 1900to1905 increased 
less than 4 per cent, while the foreign born increased nearly 20 
per cent. There were many other districts where the number 
of native born in 1905 was actually less than in 1900. The tene
ment house commissioners report that to provide a good stand
ard of housing for unskilled wage earners in New York City 
the maximum value of the land occupied by a tenement should 
not exceed 50 cents per square foot, but that in 1908 the as
sessed value of land per square foot occupied by the congested 
blocks of lower Manhattan ranged from $2.74 to $16, and in 
most of these blocks exceeded $10 per square foot. They find 
that a large part of the juvenile delinquencies, which are so 
serious in these congested districts, is directly traceable to the 
congested conditions of population among a large portion of the 
families from which the delinquents come. 

Mr. Ernest K. Coulter, clerk of the children's court of New 
York County, told the commissioners that congestion is respon
sible for a vast number of the cases that come into the chil
dren's court of New York City. He said: 

Environment counts nine-tenths in the whole proposition of juvenile 
delinquency. 

· He gave many instances of the results of room overcrowding, 
and claimed that children often come to feel that they are not 
wanted in their so-called homes, and that they are really forced 
to the streets. He says that the most skillful pickpockets in 
New York City are children from these places, and that their 
ranks are constantly being recruited from the districts where 
there is the greatest congestion. 

Hon. William McAdoo, chief city magistrate, gave the follow
ing as his observation : 

I think there can be no question but what the connection between 
congestion of population, especially in that form which it takes in 
the tenement houses, and crime and delinquency is very marked. 

The crowded livin~ conditions in these small rooms, lack of fersonal 
privacy, and separat10n of the sexes must, in the very nature o things, 
beget conditions which conduce to immorality and the lack of self
respect. I think that the poor family in the country, however impov
erished, has a much better chance· of bringing up the, children to lead 
clean moral lives and be less sophisticated as to vice than children 
brought up in the congested quarters of the city. For instance, said he, 
I recently visited what are called the " agricultural slums " in the 
congested districts of Ireland, in a mountainous and very healthy coun
try, where the indoor life is cramped and poverty obvious, but where the 
outdoor life is very healthful and the climate moderate and even and 
the moral and religious atmosphere excellent; and I should hesitate, 
if it had been left to me to transplant · these people to the crowded 
tenements of the East Side, even if they got more food and better cloth
ing than they did in the old country. The percentage of crime amongst 
these people in the old land is so low as to be scarcely perceptible, and 
they lead clean, moral lives, stimulated under adverse conditions by 
high spiritual exaltation and deep reverence. 

The tenement commissioners find that one of the principal 
causes of this congestion is poverty; another, lack of control 
01er aliens and citizens; another, high price of land in the city. 

Shall we now accentuate the evil by adopting a national pol
icy of discrimination against the American farm, thus encour· 
aging the tendency to smother the life of our race in these con
gested centers? 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

'rhe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ROOT in the chair). 
Does the Senator from South Dakota yield to the Senator from 
Missouri? 

l\fr. CRAWFORD. Certainly. 
Mr. REED. If the people of New York City are in the 

desperate condition pictured, does the Senator think that we 
can aid them by increasing the price of farm products by 
taxation? 

.l\lr. CRAWFORD. We certainly can stop country people 
from flocking to the cities if we make it possible for tbem to 
make a living on their farms. I shall later elaborate on that a 
little further. 

Mr. REED. I understood the Senator to say that those 
people were nearly all coming, not from farms in the Dakotas 
and Iowa, but from foreign countries. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. In those particular localities. I do not 
wish the Senator to understand me that that is a situation 
which would apply, so far as the farm element is concerned, 
to all cities, his own, for instance. I shall, as I proceed, make 
that clear. 

The positive menace this abnormal congestion of our popula
tion is to the public welfare was the subject of a conference 
held in New York in 1908. The little group of humanitarians 
who had been fighting bad housing, tuberculosis, insufficient 
schools, dearth of parks and playgrounds, ill health, accidents, 
and juvenile crimes concluded that the ouly cure for the evils 
ot congestion is the abolition of congestion. A writer, giving an 
account of that meeting in the Charities and the Commons of 
April 4, 1908, says : 

Within 19 miles of City Hall a population number ing 5,404,638 human 
souls lives and works. If the increase continues at the same pace as 
during the last 50 years, there will reside in Greater New York alone, 
in the year 1950, 25.000,000 souls. Such figu res would be appalling 
enough if the population were distributed over the whole city areal but 
it is packed upon a small part of the area. Eleven New York b ocks 
have a density of 1,200 per acre, which means that if the whole of litt le 
Delaware were similarly crowded it could contain the entire population 
of the world-white, black, yellow, and red. 

But these conditions are not confined to New York City. In 
Charities ann the Commons for May 9, 1908, Jacob A. Riis 
writes thus about the city of St. Louis: 

Hear the report of the housing committee of t he Civic League just 
made. It deals with that district between Seventh and · Fourteenth 
Streets, Lucas Avenue, and O'Fallon Streets, compri ing 48 blocks, 
where the poor live in neglected rear tenements, sometimes two, and in 
one case three, upon the same lot beside the front of the house. The 
lower rooms of these houses might, for all the sunlight they receive, be 
at the bottom o! a well. Dilapidation , misery, and dirt reach their 
depths in the rear buildings. People who live in them are poorer , more 
sickly, less cleanly, and generally of a lower standard in every way. 

Ur. President, I could go on indefini tely and present similar 
pictures showing similar conditions of congestion in Cbicugo, 
Philadelphia, Pittsburg, and other American cities, but I have 
presented enough to call attention to what, it appears to me, 
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is most unwise in this proposed change in our national attitude 
toward the American farmer, and that is this: 

It will inevitably accentuate the tendency to leave the coun
try and crowd into these cities, which are already too large, 
and it will depress and discourage the farming industry. of 
the United States. Why was it necessary to raise any quest10n 
of doubt on the part of the Government as to the ability of 
the American farmer to supply the domestic demands of his 
own country for farm products, and why was it necessary to cre
ate in his mind an apprehension that his occupation will be at
tended in the future with greater risk and uncertainty than before, 
because his competitors, living in another land an~ giving adhe
sion to another flag, are invited by· his Government to. bring the 
competing products of their soils into this market which he has 
created and without the payment of even a duty for revenue, 
allowed to c~mpete against him in the land of bis own domicile? 

The Agricultural Yearbook for 1909 show~ a condition of 
a"riculture in the United States that should not be threatened 
b; the passage of this proposed Canadian free trade .in farm 
products. In it we are told by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
Mr. Wilson, that-

The. value of the farm products ls so Incomprehensibly large that it 
· has hecome merely a row of figures. For this year it is $8,760,000,0,~0; 
the gain of this year over the p1·eceding year is $869,000,000. Ien 
years ago the value of the product of the farm was only fiv~ and one
half times tho mere gain of this year over 1908; it was little more 
than one-half of the total value of this year. It has advance~ year 
by year during the last 11 years. It has paid off mortgages ; it has 
!!stablished banks; it has made better homes; .it has. helped to make the 
farmer a citlz~n of the world; it has provided hun with means for 
improving his soil and ma.king it more productive. 

'l'here is no evidence in this Yearbook that the farms of the 
United States are rapidly approaching a time when they will 

·not be able to provide enough food products to meet the de
mands of our own people or when we shall be obliged to go 
into the marlrnts of the world to buy our bread and meat. 

The corn crop this year was greater than the average crop of 
the five preceding years by 3! per cent. We raise~ 2,767,000,000 
bushels of corn in 1909. We had the largest wheat crop in six 
years with two exceptions. We raised a crop of 725,000,000 
bushels of wheat in 1909. We raised 64,000,000 tons of hay, 
nearly 3 per cent more than the average for the five preceding 
years ; 984,000,000 bushels of oats, 12 per cent more than the 
average of the five preceding years; 165,000,000 bushels of bar
ley, 6 per cent more than the average of the five preceding 
years; 367,000,000 bushels of potatoes, 24 per cent more than 
the average of the five preceding years; also 25,767,000 bushels 
of flaxseed and 31,000,000 bushels of rye, which was a full 
average yield in each case. 

The total crop of all cereals was 9,711,000,000 bushels in 1909, 
which was 6! per cent higher than the average of the prececliug 
five years. Production is not falling off, but increasmg. The 
values both of the farms and their products are substantial and 
are based upon the natural law of supply and demand. Each 
farmer is an independent unit. He possesses no wealth created 
out of monopoly or· by issuing watered stock. He is not a part 
of any combination in restraint of trade. He is not in a trust. 
He is one among about 12,000,000 others in the United States, 
constituting more than one-third of the 35,000,000 men enga~ed 
in so-called gainful occupations, but he is in no labor umon. 
He is a creator of wealth and a builder of homes. Once only 
has he combined with others of his class to secure a fair price 
for his product. The Kentucky tobacco farmer did that. He 
combined to defend himself against the oppression of the 
Tobacco Trust. It is said that the grower of a certain kind of 
tobacco, who had been obliged to sell his crop for 7 cents a 
pound found that the trust used it in manufacturing what was 
kno~ as Star Plug, and when this farmer sought to buy Star 
Plug he hn.d to pay 60 cents a pound for it. Where was the 
difference? It was due to the sins of monopoly and overcapi
talization. So these tobacco farmers took notice of the Tobacco 
Trust. He became a night rider. This wide difference in price 
was the profits on the water in the trust stocks. He found that 
out. But, Mr. President, the enormous wealth which the farmer 
has created is without any of this alloy. He has never yet 
failed to supply the people of his own country with food. There 
is no ground for fear that he can not continue to do so for 
many, many years to come, unless his own Governme~t by 1;1ll
just discrimination disheartens him and destroys the mcentive 
that has been his inspiration in all the struggles of past years. 

Mr. James J. Hill, who· is just now working for the Great 
Northern Railroad Co. rather · than the American farmer, and 
who is a deep student of scientific .metho~s of agriculture, says: 

An industrious, fah'ly intelligent, and exceedingly comfortable agri
cultural community can raise from the soil food enough for the needs of 
490 persons to the square mile. Adopting that ratio, the 414,498,487 
acres of improved lands in the United States on the date of the last 

official record-=-an area materially enlarged by the present time-wo.uld 
support in comfort 317,350,405 people, enabling them at the same tune 
to raise considerable food for export and to engage in necessary manu
facturing employments. 

·But this will never come to pass if the bars are to be thrown 
down anfl the doctrine of laissez-faire followed as to the Ameri
can farmer alone. Unrestrained competition with foreign peo
ples will tempt our farmer to follow the lines of least resist· 
ance and to reap what he can for the day's needs onJy. 

Such a policy holds out to him no hope for the future. 
It will increase th~ number of abandoned farms, encourage 

soil waste and neglect, and mark the beginning of the end of the 
American farmer in many lines of food production. . 

Mr. M.ARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, will the Sena· 
tor permit a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Seuator from New Jersey? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly. 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I should like to ask the Sena-

-tor whether abandoned farms have not been brought about un
der the system of Republican high protection? Previous to Re
publican high protection, did we ever hear of abandoned farms? 
Yet throughout New England-not in the far Dakotas, but 
throughout New England-farm after farm is to-day abandoned 
under the iniquitous system of your so-called high protection. 

.Mr. CRAWl!ORD. If the S~nator from New Jersey will be 
patient, I will discuss that, and I will show that under the 
present tariff on farm products and under present conditions, 
whatever abuses there may be, there has been a falling off in 
the number of abandoned farms even in New England, and we 
want to let the progress we are now making go on. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. That has been largely due 
to immigration and not to the iniquitous system that has bur· 
dened the farmer. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not agree with the Senator. in his 
claim that it is because of immigration. It is because farming 
has become profitable, and as long as farming can be kept 
profitable the number of your abandoned farms will continue 
to decrease. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. One moment. May I ask 
the Senator from South Dakota a question? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly. 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I want to ask under what 

administration and what public policy this horrid system of 
congestion takes place in the great city of New York. 

Mr. CRAWFOIID. It is one of the-
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I want to ask under what 

system and under what administrative policy this horrid con
dition that is pictured in the eloquent address of the Senator 
took place? Was it under Republican policy or some other 
policy? Answer, please; answer. · . . 

Mr. CRAWFORD. We had in my recollection, as young as I 
am about four ye.a.rs of Democratic rule, and I do not remem
be; that the conditions were alleviated one particle during that 
period. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. You have not alleviated 
them in 10 times four years. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I say this will never come to pass if the 
bars are thrown down and the products of the alien farmers 
admitted upon an equal basis with our own. Speaking of aban
doned farms, Secretary Wilson, in the Year~ook for 1909, says: 

The United States has been developing for agricultural purpose~ an 
area as large as the whole of Europe, while Its populat~on is bot httle 
larO'er than that of any of the several European countries. 

So much has fashion and sentiment bad to do with this agricultural 
development that many of the lands, particularly in the Eastern States, 
have been practically abandoned, so !ar as profitable agricultural use 
is concerned by the shifting and movrng of our agricultural population 
into new regions in which lands are purported to be cheaper and in 
which. the advertised Inducements have been proportionately large. 
With the rapid extension also of our industrial life and: the opportun
ities offered in the past In business and in the professions, the .cities 
have called upon the country for clear brains and vigorous bodies. to 
such an extent that large areas have become. so. depop?lated of active, 
vigorous minds and bodies that the stock is msuffic1ent to repeople 
the country districts. The result is that some of the most fertile lands 
in our Eastern States, some of the ~ost fertile lands in the world, 
have eeen left in a condition of practical, if not actual abandonment. 
and the prices of provisions have increased for the si?Iple reas~n that 
there are not enough people to actua.lly work the soils and. ~a1se the 
crops necessary to feed the nonproducmg population of the cities. '.the 
great problem which faces American agriculture to-day is the problem 
of the proper utilization of our soils and the development of our agri
cultural interests in spite of and in face of the allurements of the 
cities and the commercial and industrial avocations. It has now be
come as serious a problem to settle up our Eastern States as it has be.en 
in the past to settle the West. The first problem of all ls to devise 
means of resettling the lands which have in recent years been neg
lected through the mistaken idea that they. have been exhausted, but 
which can be brought back to _ an lncrea.smg production through a. 
change in farm management and the infusion of new and active blood 
into the rural communities. 
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I think every patriotic citizen of the United States will 
readily assent to what Secretary Wilson says; but is it not 
very inconsistent, in face · of the conditions he describes, to 
enter upon a national policy that will make these abandoned 
lands less attractive and that will accelerate emigration out ·of 
our own country and give new and increased value to farm 
lands beyond our borders? We have heard much in recent 
years about the conservation of our natural resources. In 
1908, while I was governor of the State I now have the honor 
in part to represent, I attended a notable conference of the 
governors of the States of the Union, which met upon the 
invitation of the President, who at that time was Mr. Roosevelt. 
In a most remarkable address delivered at that conference 
Mr. James J. Hill discussed the necessity of conserving our 
soils. He said : 

There are two ways in which the productive power of the e.arth is 
lessened : . First, by erosion and the sweeping a way of the fertile S?r
face into streams and thence to the sea; and, second, by exhaustion 
through wrong methods of cultivation. The former process has gone 
far. Thousands of acres in the East and South have been made unfit 
for tillage. Far more ruinous is the process of soil exhaustion. It is 
creeping over the land from East to West. The abandoned .farms that 
are now the playthings of the cities' rich, or the game preserves of 
the patrons of sport, bear witness to the melancholy change. New 
Hampshire, Vermont, northern New York show long lists of them. • • • 
When prices of farms should rise by increase of population in many 
cases they are f.alling. Between 1880 and 1900 the land values of 
Ohio shrank $60,000,000. Official investigation of two counties in cen
tral New York disclosed a condition of agricultural decay. In one 
rand was for sale for about the cost of improvement, and 150 vacant 
houses were counted in a limited area. In the other population in 
1905 was nearly 4,000 less than it was in 1855. 

And, yet, he continues : 
We might expand our resources and add billions ot dollars to our 

national wealth by <:_onserving soil resources • * • for there is 
good authority for the assertion that a farmer could take more from 
the same area of ground in four years' grain crop than seven now gives 
him, leaving the product of the other three years, when the land 
rested from grain, as a clear profit due to better methods. * * • 
Nearly-36 per cent of our people are engaged directly in agriculture; 
but all the rest depend upon it. In the last analysis commerce, manu
factures, our home market, every form of activity, run back to the 
bounty of the earth by which every worker, skilled and unskilled, must 
be fed and by which his wages are ultimately paid. • • * Of our 
farm area only one-half is improved. It does not produce one-half of 
what it could be made to yield-not by some complex system of inten
sive culture, but merely by ordinary care and industry intelligently 
applied. 

Placing the farmer of the United States upon a free-trade 
basis, so far as the vast and undeveloped empire of Canada 
is concerned, while leaving him no choice in the purchase of 
manufactured products, except to buy them in a protected mar
ket, will not help this situation. It will make a bad matter 
far ·worse, which, on the other hand, is rapidly curing itself. 
The American farmer has slowly forced his way across a vast 
continent. · Each generation has opened a new empire of virgin 
soil ·which has, in a wayi. become a competitor of the older 
section of which it became an offshoot, but the- process has 
gone on under full and complete free-trade relations between 
the States embracing all subjects of interstate commerce, and 
the new country has been formed into States, from time to time 
coming into the Union, being a part of the same people, owing 
allegiance to one Nation, all contributing alike to its support. 
In time the advantages and disadvantages have balanced each 
other; a loss in one thing has been offset by gain in another. 
During the past 10 years agricultur.e has been improving in 
the East as well as in the West, and land values have been 
moving upward there as elsewhere. Why should this splendid 
advance be now disturbed by an unfair proposal of the Cana
dian farmer, who assumes no burden of this Go\ernment, but 
owes allegiance to another, which refuses to abandon the pro
tective tariff upon those manufactured articles which the 
American farmer does not sell but which he is obliged to buy? 

l\fr. l\Iark A. Carleton, who has been in charge of grain in
vestigation in the Bureau of Plant Industry, calls attention to 
the fact that the total land area of the United States is nearly 
2,000.000,000 acres. In 1900 less than half of this area was 
included in farms, only about one-fifth of the farm uea was 
improved and of the area improved less than 3 per cent was 
devoted to wheat culture. In 1850 our total improved farm 
acreage was 113,032,614 acres; in 1900, 414,498,487 acres. In 
1866 our total acreage of wheat was 15,424,496 acres; in 1900, 
41 971 000 acres only 4 per cent of our total farm acreage. As 
a ~atter of fact, Mr. Carleton says the yield of wheat per acre 
in the United States is not decreasing, but has, on the contrary, 
increased. He gives 10-year averages of yield per acre in this 
country, from 1866 to 1905, as follows: 

At the same time he shows that the consumption of wheat by 
our people per capita has been materially increasing, as fol
lows: 

Bushels. 1870 ____________________________________________________ 5.02 
1880 _______________________________ ~-----~-----------~ 5.52 

~~gg==============:::_-::::::::::======================= g: n 1906 ____ .:_ _______________________________________________ 6.30 

1908---------------------------------~----~---------- 6.34 
He shows that we have sufficient land adapted to wheat 

raising for all our domestic needs for 50 years to come; that 
we have at least 80,000,000 acres of farm land adapted to this 
purpose. _ 

Let American farmers be encouraged to cultivate this wheat 
land and raise this wheat. It will not increase the price o:ll 
bread, but it will strengthen our rural p.opulation and increase 
the prosperity of the American farmer. Germany protects her 
agriculture. England maintains free trade in farm products. 
James J. Hill, in his book, Highways of Progress, thus com
pares the two countries: 

How to meet German competition is to-day the study of every 
intelligent leader of industry and every cabinet on the Continent of 
Europe. * • • Agricultural industry has not been slighted. Be7 
hold a contrast that throws light upon the idle host of England's · 
unemployed, marching despondently through the streets whose shop 
windows are crowded with wares of German make. Between 1875 and 
1900, in Great Britain, 2,691,428 acres, which were under cereals, and 
755,255 acres which were under green crops, went out of cultivation. 
In Germany during the same period the cultivated area grew from 
22,840,950 to 23,971,573 hectares, an increase of 5 per cent. · 

Mr. Hill also significantly remarks: 
Agriculture in England has suffered in the last 25 years by the open. 

ing of new land in America and the cheapening of the world's trans· 
portation. 

And our new Tariff Board, as one of the results ~f its re~ent 
investigation of land values in Canada, makes the following 
comment (p. 84) in regard to the value of farm lands in 
Ontario: 

Ontario, while reporting the highest Canadian land va;Iue, shows the 
lowest Canadian rate of increase. It is worthy to note that Ontario 
is feeling the competition of western Canada, just as some years ago 
the eastern part of the United States felt the competition of our western 
lands. 

This process of restoring worn-out lands and maintaining 
the productivity of the soil involves a vast expenditure each 
year for fertilizers. The C~nadian farmer, sowing spring ~heat 
upon the virgin soil in Alberta and Saskatchewan, can raise a 
good yield without using any fertilizers at all. 

According to the report of the Tariff Board (p. 94), the aver
age yield of spring wheat per acre in 1910 in the United States 
was 11.7 bushels; in Canada, 15.53 bushels. Of winter wheat 
the yield per acre was 15.8 bushels; in Canada, 23.49 bushels 
A much heavier yield per acre in Canada UI>On much cheaper 
priced land. Besides I find from the advance sheets of the 
census of 1910, covering 29 States and the District of Colum
bia being Northern and New England and Western States, but 
inciuding also Maryland and West Virginia-and all being 
States which raise either spri.Bg or winter wheat-that these 
States in 1900 paid $26,062,000 for fertilizers and in 1910 
$40,409,000 for fertilizers, an increase in that item of expense 
alone of 51 per cent. 

Mr. l\IARTINE of New Jersey. Will the Senator permit me 
a word here? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. .Yes. I do not care for extended re
marks, though . . 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. No; I shall not make any. 
But fertilizer, of which the Senator speaks, is a prime necessity, 
in this country and growing more and more so each year. 
Then I ask, if the Senators heart beats so fondly for the 
farmer Why is it that in your tariff scheme you have not re
lieved 'fertilizer from the iniquitous tax which is a burden? 
Kainit, German salts, which is the basis of fertilizer, and the 
other fertilizers--

Ur. CRAWFORD. I am afraid, the Senator from New Jer
sey is making a speech. 

Mr. MARTI1\1E of New Jersey. And the other fertilizers 
that are controlled by the great Standard Oil Co. are all on the 
tariff list. So, if the Senator believes that which he speaks, 
lift the burden and let us have that fertilizer free, so that we 
need not ask odds of Canada or any other country. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. As to my sincerity, I can not help the 
Senator's incredulity, but this very much accursed Payne tariff 
law did take the tariff off of sulphate of ammonia, and our 
southern brethren were all demanding it, because it went into 
fertilizer. We did something, after all. 
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In 1900 these States paid the sum of $245,4~ 3,000 cash for labor 

upon farms, and in 1910 $432,481,000, an increase of 76 per 
cent. During these 10 years the number of farms in Colorado 
increased 86 per cent; Idaho, 76 per cent; Montana, 94 per cent; 
Nevada, 22 per cent; North Dakota, 64 per cent; Oregon, 26 
per cent; South Dakota, 47 per cent; Washington, 68 per cent; 
Nebraska, 6 per cent; Kansas, 2 per cent, while there was a 
slight decrease in the number of farms in Connecticut, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Massachusetts, Missouri, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Ohio, and a 
slight increase in Maine, Maryland, and West Virginia. The 
average increase in the number of farms in the United States 
during the period is 13.5 per cent. 

The cash value of the agricultural implements upon the 
farms in this great group of States was $556,035,000 in 1900, 
and in 1910 it was $938,902,000, an increase of 50.7 per cent. 
There was a substantial increase in the value of the farming 
implements on the farms in each of these States. As great as 
217 per cent in Idaho, 212 per cent in North Dakota, 187 per 
cent in Montana, 176 per cent in South Dakota, 166 per eent in 
Washington, 81 per cent in Wisconsin, 78 per cent in Missouri, 
74 per cent in Minnesota, 65 per cent in Iowa, 73 per cent in 
Michigan, 77 per cent in Nebraska, 64 per cent in Kansas, 62 
per c<mt in Ohio, 39 per cent in Pennsylvania, and 49 per cent in 
New York. And all these implements came from the highly 
protected manufactories of the United States. Besides opening 
up new farms paying out millions and millions of dollars for 
fertilizers and for farm labor, and for farm implements, the 
American' farmer during the past 10 years has been erecting 
new farm buildings and improving the old ones. 

The census returns just out for 1910 show an enormous in
crease in the value of buildings on the farms in this group 
of States during the 10 years from 1900 to 1910. In Colorado· 
that increase was 183 per cent; in Connecticut, 45 per cent; 
in Idaho, 267 per cent; in Illinois, 71 per cent; in Indiana, 89 
per cent; in Iowa, 89 per cent; in Kansas, 79 per cent; in 
Maine, 54 per cent; in l\faryJand, 42 per cent; in Massachusetts, 
22 per cent; in Michigan, 79 per cent; in Minnesota, 120 per 
cent; in Missouri, 81 per cent; in Montana, 164 per cent; in 
Nebraska, 118 per cent; in New Hampshire, 23 per cent; ~n 
New York, 40 per cent; in North Dakota, 262 per cent; m 
Oregon, 127 per cent; in Pennsylvania, 26 per cent; in. Rhode 
Island, 30 per cent; in South Dakota, 231 per cent; m Ver
mont 45 per cent; in West Virginia, 67 per cent; in Wisconsin, 
85 ~r cent; in Washington, 233 per cent; in Ohio, 67 per cent. 

There has been a remarkable increase in the value of farm 
lands in the United States, and it has not been confined to any 
locality. It has occurred in New England and the East as well 
as in the Central West and Northwest. This increase indicates 
that the attention of the people is turning again to the country 
and to farm lands. 

l\fr. President, how fatal would be the mistake should we now 
check this tendency to "go back to the American farm " by 
inviting an era of free trade in farm products with Canada. 
During the 10 years from 1900 to 1910, according io the census 
returns for 29 States, the total value of farm land alone in
crensed as follows:· 

Colorado, 300 per cent; Idaho, 518 per cent; Illinois, 106 per 
cent; Connecticut, 36 per cent; Indiana, 93 per cent; Iowa, 122 
per cent; Kansas, 188 per cent; Maine, 74 per cent; Maryland, 
35 per cent; .Massachusetts, 32 per cent; .Michigan, 45 per cent; 
Minnesota, 82 per cent; Missouri, 104 per cent; Montana, 394 
per cent; Nebraska, 231 p~r cent; Nevada, 163 per cent; New 
Hampshire, 25 per cent; New Jersey, 31 per cent; New York, 
28 per cent; North Dakota, 321 per cent; Oregon, 262 per cent; 
Pennsylv:mia, 9 per cent; Rhode Island, 11 per cent; Sonth 
Dakota, 376 per cent; Vermont~ 27 per cent; West Virginia, 
53 per cent; Wisconsin, 71 per cent; Washington, 419 per cent; 
Ohio, 57 per cent. 

But should we have free trade in farm products with Canada, 
our chief ri"rnl in the production of cereal grains would be the 
farmers of Ontario, :M:mitoba, Saskatchewan, and Alberta, and 
w~ would J:>e at a disadvantage. 

Land in Wisconsin worth $57 per acre, in Michigan worth $46 
per acre, in Iowa worth $109 per acre, in Minnesota worth $46 
per acre, in North and South Dakota worth $4-0 per acre, yield
ing an average of 11.7 bushels of spring wheat to the acre and 
15.8 bushels of winter wheat to the acre, must compete with 
land in Manitoba worth $29 per acre, in Saskatchewan worth 
t?.2 ner acre, in Alberta worth $20 per acre, yielding 15.5~ bush
els of spring wheat and 23.49 bushels of winter wheat per acre. 
with the barley average yield per acre 24.6 bushels in Canada 
and 22.4 bushels in the United States; flaxseed, 4.8 bushels in 

the United States and 7.97 bushels in Canada; oats, 31.9 bushels 
per acre in the United States and 32.79 bushels in Canada; hay, 
1.33 tons per acre in the United States and 1.82 tons per acre in 
Canada: and the average yearly waJ.?e of farm hands in Canada 
$250 to $300, as against $300 to $360 per year in .Minnesota and 
the Dakotas. With the tariff on farm products coming into this 
market from Canada entirely removed, the farmer in Iowa, who 
owns 160 acres of land worth $100 per acre, could sell it, take 
the $16,000, and buy 800 acres of land in Alberta-just five times 
the quantity he had before, each acre of which will yield .r:nore 
wheat, oats, barley, or flaxseed than an acre of Iowa land. 

l\Ir. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Sena tor a question. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. I wish the Senator would let me finish 
this sentence, so as not to have it broken in two, and then I will 
yield. I am speaking about the farms of the West, and I would 
like to have the Senator listen to it. I say the farmer in Iowa 
who owns 160 acres of land worth $100 per acre could sell it, 
take the $16,000, and buy 800 acres of land in Alberta-just five 
times the quantity he had before-each acre of which will yield 
more wheat, oats, barley, or flaxseed than an acre of Iowa land, 
or of Wisconsin, Minnesota, or IJakota land, as the case may be. 
Is it not perfectly plain that the result will be a depression in 
the values of Iowa, Dakota, Minnesota, and Wisconsin land and 
a great boom for the Canadian farmer at the expense of the 
American farmer? 

I now yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 
1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. The Senator from South Dakota has 

just called attention to the fact that land in Iowa is worth 
$100 per acre and in South Dakota $46 per acre. I should 
like to ask him whether the growing of wheat in South Dakota 
on land worth $46 an acre has proved a disastrous competition 
to the growing of wheat in Iowa on land worth $100 an acre? 

l\Ir. ORA WFORD. I do not think so; but--
1\lr. HITCHCOCK. Then, I should like to ask the Senator 

how it is going to prove a disaster to this country to have 
Canadian wheat come in grown on their cheaper land, so that 
it will compete with the wheat grown on the land of Iowa or 
of South Dakota or of Nebraska, the price of which varies 
greatly? 

l\fr. CR.A. WFORD. The Senator lives in the State of Ne
braska and he certainly knows that in the State of Nebraska, 
in the State of Iowa, in the State of Illinois the chief product 
is corn-corn, cattle, and hogs--and those States do not come 
in contact with Canada as the Dakotas and Minnesota, because 
we are cereal-growing States while they are not. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I want to say to the Senator that Ne
braska grows many million dollars' worth of wheat every 
year and has n.ot felt that the competition with South Dakota 
on her cheaper lands is at all disastrous. I want to say that 
wheat land in the United States varies enormously in value; 
that it varies more in value in the different States than the 
land in South Dakota varies from the land in Canada. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. I have discussed that. There is a self
adjustment, a give and take, a loss and gain, an equilibrium, 
and we are perfectly satisfied with it where we are all bear
ing the same burdens, giving allegiance to the same Govern
ment, acting in loyalty to the same system. It is true that 
it has many, many times depreciated the value of our lands. 
I remember when my people lived in central Ohio 30 years ago 
they thought their land was worth $100 an acre and it went 
down to $25 an acre, because they could not compete with the 
great empire of the West that developed as it did; but it after
wards regained its value; it was all in the United States, and 
adjusted itself. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I want to call the attention of the Sena
tor from South Dakota to the fact that at the very time the new 
State of Oklahoma was being opened to settlement hundreds 
of thousands of acres of land were being thrown into corn culti
vation, and at the same time the corn land of Iowa and 
Nebraska and Kansas had their greatest advance in value and 
did not appear to suffer from that competition. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. I am not so sure about that. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I remember that they used to talk about 

burning corn for fuel in Iowa. 
l\:Ir. IDTCHCOCK. That was before the days when Okla

homa was opened to corn cultivation. 
l\fr. CR.A. WFORD. I am not prepared to question the Sena

tor in that respect. If you throw the bars down, you are going 
to drop our price and you are going to raise theirs until they 
reach a level. There is no escape from that conclusion. 
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What is called the " farm price per bushel " of cereals by 
the Tariff Board was uniformly higher in 1910 in the United 
.States than fu Canada, as the following list shows : 
,Wheat: Per bushel. 

New York--------------·------------------------------ $0. 96 
Indiana---------------------------------------------- .87 Illinois _______________________________ .:______ . 88 
IDchigan_ ___________________________ ~--------- . 89 

Wisconsin ------------------------------------------- . 92 
:Minnesota ----------------------------------------- .94 lowL------------------------------------------ . 85 
:Missouri ------------------------------------------ . 87 
North Dakota----------------------------------------- . 90 
South Dakota----------------------------------------- .89 
Montana ---------------------------------- . 86 
Kansas-------------------------------------------- .84 
Saskatchewan -------------------------------------- .65 
Manitoba ----------------------------------------- • 80 
Ontario ------------------------------------------- . 88 

Flaxseed: 

~1:coJs1~k::::::=::::::::::=::::::::::=::::::::::: l ~g 
Minnesota ----------------------------------------- 2. SO 
low.a ------------------------------·-------------- 2. 20 
Wssouri --------------------------------------------- 2.10 
North Dakota--------------------------------------- 2.35 
South Dakota------·------------------------------- 2; 29 Nebraska _________________________ :.._ ________ -:.__ 2. 25 

Kansas-------------------~------------------------- 2.10 
~!ontana -----------~-------------------------------- 2.40 
Manitoba -------------------------------------- 2. 09 
Saskatchewan --------------------------------- 2.08 
Alberta----------------------------------------------- 1.87 

The average yield of oats per acre in Canada in 1910 was 
32.79 bushels. In the United States it was 31.1> bushels. Its 
'farm value per bushel was · 32 cents in Alberta, 28! cents in 
Saskatchewan, 21 cents in Manitoba, and 36 cents in Ontario. 
Its farm price per bushel in Montana was 46 cents; North 
!Dakota, 37 eents; Minnesota, '32 cents; .Michigan, 35 cents; New 
York, 42 cents. 

The barley farmer has received an object lesson in regard to 
the effect upon the price of his barley by remo'Ving the tariff 
from Canadian barley, which he will not soon forget. 

The great barley Provinces of Canada are Ontario and Mani
toba. The average yield in Ontario is 4 bushels above that of 
Wisconsin, 8 bushels abo-ve that of l\finnesota, l bush-el above 
that of New York, and less than 1 bushel above that of Iowa. 
The highest farm prices per bushel-77 cents and 76 cents
are reported from New Hampshire, Maine, and Nova Scotia. 
l'he lowest farm prices per bushel-36 cents, 38 cents, and '39 
cents-are reported from Saskatchewan, Alberta, and Manitoba, 
respectively. 

There are two well-defined barley-growing regions in Canada, 
Ontario and the eastern Provinces, and western Canada. East
em Canada, including Ontario, has long been noted as one of 
the finest barley-growing regions in the world, and before the 
present duty was placed upon it large quantities -0f this Ontario 
barley were malted in the United States. But Ontario has 
steadily declined in the production of high-grade malting barley. 
Nert to Ontario in importance as a barley-producing Province 
comes Manitoba, but for a number of years barley production 
in Manitoba has been practically stationary. 

Since 1905 some barley has been grown farther to the west, 
in Saskatchewan and .Alberta. The soil and climate of westem 
Canada are so favorable that its barley is sold at a premium in 
English markets, but under present conditions greater profit is 
apparently fotrnd in other crops. 

While their barley enterprise has been standing still our 
farmers have been making money out of it Now you want to 
tear the bars down and give the benefit of it to whom? To the 
Brewe1·s' Trust. 

As shown by Table 15 in the report of the Tariff Board, page 
99, Minnesota is the heaviest producer of barley near the Cana
dian border~ her crop in 1910 being nearly 27,000,000 bushels. 
Wisconsin comes next with 22,429,000 bushels ; .South Dakota is 
third with 18,655,000 bushels; North Dakota is fourth with 
15,045,000 bushels. 

Of the Canadian Provinces, Ontario is the largest producer. 
In 1910 her total yield was 20,727,000 bushels. Manitoba came 
next with 13,826,000 bushels. The average yield per acre in 
the United States was 22.4 bushels; in Canada 24.62 bushels. 
In Ontario the farm price is 53 cents per bushel, and in Mani
toba 39 cents per bushel. Notwithstanding the tariff shuts Ca
nadian barley out of our market, the production of barley has 
increased in Canada. It appears from a table found on page 100 
of the report of the Tariff Board that in 1900 all the Provinces 
in Canada produced 20,322,666 bushels, and in 1909 they pro
duced 48,810,685 bushels. In 1910 the United States produced 
162,227r000 bushels, while all the Provinces produced 45,147,600 
bushels. Unusual drought in North Dakota and part of South 
Dakota explains why our crop for 1910 was le~s than for 1909. 
That was not a normal barley year. Previous to 1897 the rate 

of duty on barley was 30 per cent ad valorem. By the tariff law 
of 1897 this duty was increased to 30 cents per· bushel. Under 
the old rate there were large importations of barley from Can~ 
ada into the United States. In 1894 more than 2,000,000 bqshels 
were imported. In 1897 over 1,000,000 bushels. But after the 
imposition of the fiat duty of 30 cents per bushel importations 
ceased. In 1909 only 2,420 bushels were imported. Under the 
McKinley law, from October 1, 1890, to August 27, 1894, there 
was a duty on barley of 30 cents per bushel, the same as now. 

In 1892, under this duty, the December price per bushel in 
Chicago ran from 65 cents to 67 cents. The May price for the 
same year was 65 cents. 

In 1893 December barley in Chicago ran from 52 cents to 54 
cents; May barley from 55 cents to 60 cents. 

In 1894 December barley in Chicago Tan from 52! cents to 53! 
cents, and May barley from 51 to 52 cents. 

In 1894 the tariff on barley was materially reduced, from 30 
cents per bushel to 30 per cent ad valorem; and in 1895 Decem" 
ber barley in Chicago ran from 33 cents to 40 cents, and MaY, 
barley from 25 cents to 26 cents. 

In 1896 December barley ran from 22 cents to 37 cents, and 
May barley from 24! cents to 35 cents. 

In 1897 December barley ran from 25! cents per bushel to 42 
cents, and May barley from 36 cents to 53 cents. 

Then, on July 24, 1897, the old rate of 30 cents per bushel was 
restored by the Dingley law, and has been continued in our 
present law, and the price of barley has steadily advanced, as 
shown by the following : 

!Cents per bushel.] 

Years. 

December hi g h May high and low 
and low ptice in price in Chicago. 
Chicago. 

Low. High. Low. High. 

1898 .................. ·-·····-············ 
1 99-···················-···············-
1900 ....... -·- .. -..•.... - ... ··-- .... - -.. 
1901-·······························-····· 
1902-·····························-·-····· 
1903-·············-······················ 
1904 ..............•....... ·-············-
1905_ .................................... . 
1906 .•••••••••••••••••• - •••••••••••••••••• 
1907 ..................................... . 
1908·-···············-·············~····· 
1909-·····-······························· 
1910- .. ··········-························ 

i Not given. 

40 
35 
37 
56 
36 
42 
38 
37 
44 
78 
57 
55 
78 

50! 
45 
61 
63 
70 
61! 
52 
53 
56 

102 
64 
72 
82 fi~ 

36 
36 
37 
64 
48 
38 
40 
42 
66 
60 
66 

fi~ 

42 
44 
51 
72 
56 
59 
50 
55i 
85 
75 
75 

These figures are taken from Table 17, page 101, Report of 
the Tariff Board. This board also reports (p. 105) that-
the price of barley in Canada is generally below the price of the 
United States. From 1900 to 1909 the Chicago price ranged from 1 
cent to 46 cents above the Winnipeg price. Half of this time the dif. 
ference was above 13 cents. 

l\Ir. REED. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South 

Dakota yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. ORA WFORD. I do, if the Senator wishes just to ask a 

question. I do not want to keep the Senate unduly long. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 

yields. 
l\Ir. REED. Does the Senator hold that the passage of the 

tariff on barley raised the price of barley in this country? 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I do. 
l\Ir. REED. Who pays ultimately 'that increased price? 
Mr. CRAWFORD. The man who drinks the beer, I pre

sume. 
l\lr. REED. Does the Senator hold that that is true o:r the 

tariff on all farm products? 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not. 
l\Ir. REED. Yon·do not? 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not. I will demonstrate it, if the 

Senator will permit me, right here, and we will save time. I 
am going into that quite fully, and I will demonstrate that the 
small tariff on this cereal as it leaves the farm is not a factor 
when you consider the loaf of bread. However, the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBEB] elaborated on that so 
completely and made it so plain that I do not think it will be 
necessary for me to spend much time on it. But when it comes 
to the loaf of bread, the difference is .absolutely inconsequential. · 

Mr. REED. I do not want to pursue the matter further 
than to. get clearly the Senator's view. As I understand it, if 
you increase the price of barley by a tariff, the man who drinks 
the beer pays the increased cost? · 
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Mr: CRAWFORD. He wm not in thie ease. If we pass this 

Cana.c1.ia.n tariff it will n-0-t change the· price of a glass of bee:r, 
but I will demonstrate before I get through that your Brewers' 
Trust and your <listillers are getting something here tha.t is an 
absolute outrage, when it comes to the American farmer, and 
you are g:iving it to them. 

Mr. REED. I trust the Senator is ·not deUverin~ oyer the 
Brewei:s' Trust to me. 

Mr. CR.A WFORD. I hope not. 
Mir. REED. As my trust. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not wish you any harm. 
Mr~ REED.. I wanted to pursue my question to a direct 

:mswer. I unde11sta.nd the Senato!" to say that the tariff upon 
barley increased the price which was- ultimately paid: by the 
mall! who drank the beer~ 

1\lr. CRAWFORD. 1 do not think that would really be :i 

cliEaster, Umt it may, be true as a. fact. 
Mi:. REED. If that is· true then why will not an increase of 

the price of wheat ultimately he pa.id b:y the mun: who. eats the 
b~eadt? 

l\fr. CR.A WFORD. If the Senator will doi me- the honor to 
remain here nrrtil Ji fini.Eh my remarks I ·u m.a:ke it plain 
ro him thn.fi the: way thi:s hill is pres:ented to the Senate it leaves 
a tartre o:f 50< cents a brrrrel ou tlom while it takes the- tariff off 
of wherut, and it will not decll'ease the price af bread a. farthing, 
but itr will give the ma:n.ufa.cturers o:f fionr- an undue wnd unfn:ir 
ad•ailUl.ge- a:t the expense of the American. farmer-.. I w.ill do 
th:.it a:s to e-very item in this- bilJ: uelnting to .fn.1"m pt"educ.ts, but 
I d-0 not c:rr~ to· be diverted at this paut o-f my rerrm..rks: _to go into 
that. . 
Mr~ REED. 1Ur. President, I think--
The VICE PRES1DENT. The Senator from South Dakota 

declines to· furthetr yield. 
Mr. REED. I will rem.am to hear the Senn.tor, but I witl 

remind him fih:it we are furnishing a majority. of the audieooe 
who· aire ¥emaining to hear the Senator_ 

!h:. CUA WFORD. If I do not ta:lie. it up, I will thank the 
Sen.:rtor for ca.IJing my atten.ti.on to- tt. 

Speaking of hay, the Tariff Boaud S!l!YS· that Ont:iri-0, which 
produces more hay than New York reports an ave.rage yield 
of 1 . .84 tons as- against New Youk's average ef 1..:l-2 tons per 
acr~ The highest American farm pFke-over $15 :i;>er tol1-is 
:ueported from New Hampshire and from Wisconsin. The high~ 
.est Canadian price, $14158, is. that quoted for Alberta. 'l'he 
OntaJrio p:rice is $10-.21 per ton a:s. against the New York price 
(ff ~13.LO. 

Fl::rxseed is u staple· erop. in severa.1 no:rrtl1weste11n States near 
the Canadian btn•der-~ In 1910, because o-f droath, tl:le yicl€1.s 
in Minnesota :rnd the Dak0tas fell far below no1'Illnl. But 
despite these- low yields' in 191(), South Dakotni and Minnesota 
each produced nearly as much flaxseed as all Canada; North 
Dakotn produced about 2,000,000 bushe:ls more th.an. Canada. 
Take the tariff off flaxseed and the situation wm swiftl-y change. 
'l'he· yield of b.usbels pel! aere in 191i) was 11.79- bushels in 
Manitoba, "l.8'l bushels in Saskatchewan,, and 4:.48 bushels in 
..Alberta; 3.6 bushels in Notth Dakota, 5 bushels in Houth 
Dakota, 8 bushels in Nebmsk..'l:, 'i bushels in Montana. The 
highest :farm price was $2.40 per bushel· in Montana.; the lowest 
$2.10 in Kansas. In Canada the highest farm price per bushel 
w11:s $2.08 in Saskatchew:m, and' the lowest $1.87 in Alberta. 
Prepared flaxseed is Imewn as: linseed, and the flaxseed €11op is 
used by th~ Linseed Oil Trust in the United States. 

The- great dairy countries of the wotld a:re Denmark, Bel
gium~ Holland, Norway, and Russia. It is only fu i:ecent years 
that the .American farmer has developed what is known: as 
mode1:'Il dairying. Last year the total' e~port of cheese- by all 
the countries of the world was 485.000,00()l pounds, of· which 
Canrrd::t expot'ted 172,060,000 pounds. and the United States only 
10,000~000 pounds. (IJ:mada also exports' about 6,000,000 pounds 
of butter annually. 

The American far:rneT and dniryman can not but feel that he 
is unjustly discriminated against by :.t' proposal which will 
admit such a competitor into our home market without the fin- -
po ition of any import duty whatever-. The Dominion is look
ing after its farmers- and their welfare. Why should the 
United States: not remain loyn..1 to an its citizens? Why dis
criminate against the farmer? The Provinces of Saskatchewan 
:md :U:rnrtobu :ue building- up aairying- interests· by snosidizfug 
Government creameries. A farmer 11\ting at a distance from a. 
creamery ships his cream by express, and the express charges 
are 11ebated. Coruml General' J·ohn K Jones, of Winnepeg, re
ports that b:efore the Goverllment creamery was established 
there in 1908 daiiry butter· sold for- 12~ eents per pound in t11ade; 
bun that from Jrrty 1 ~o the end of' OctobeT, since· tliei opening 
ol the creamery, the lowest prtce paidl by the Government was 
21~ cents per po'Uild! and the highest price- was 31! eents per 
pound for butter fat, payments· made- in cash twice- a. month. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. l\lr. President--
The VICE PRESIDEN'F. Does: th-e Senn.tol.1' from South 

Dakota yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr~ C.RAWFOP-.D~ ] do. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Sena-tou frolllr South Dakota. has 

be-en talking fO~ u Jo.ni; time. li !mow that nei ts fur trom weU. 
Ji :tsk him if he- would n.ot puefeir to continue to.morrow?: 

Mr. CR.A Wlf-OlRD; I do not lillow but that n:.lmostl ::m apology 
is due to the Sen:ite, but I feel constirained to discuss this 
qrrest:ion. at some length. It is a matter my constituen.ts look 
air wi:t.h tremendous. sertQu.sness, and I f~ ulldeu- the most 
profound' oblign.tion to dt>. what r can to, get this= case squarely 
before, the eoun1t.ry for' them. While·· Ii have n«>t been very 
well,. 1i have: tal:ked far a goocI whhle- and! l woukl appreciate it 
if ] might go, om to-morrow. 

Mr. StTTHERL&"'\.'U. ]. move: that th~ Sen~t~ adjourn. 
'Fhe motion w:.tS, agreed to, and ta:.t 4 o'clock aud 26 minutes 

p .. m.) the $enate' adjmrrned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 
18, :mu, a.t 2. o'eklck p. m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 17, 1911. 

Tile House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
PTayer by the Chaplafn, .Rev. Henry N. Coude.u, D. D., ais 

foilows: 
Our- Father in· heaven, we· thank- Tnee, for every- great soul 

who has cfimbed the heigbts, cau~ht a vision, e•olved a:.. truth, 
made a discovery, invented a machine; a deTice, caused two 
blades of grass to grow where one grew, wrote a book, a poem,.. a 
song, painted a picture, caned ff statue, reared an altar to his 
God, founded a hospital, a school, a col1ege, or gave greater 
freedom of thought and' action to mankind. So may it be GUt 
desi.!:e and our good fortune. And Thine be the praise forever. 
Amen. 

The J ourna.I of tli:e proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved!.. 

Ontario and Quebec are grent dairying Provinces. Quebec 
has an excellent local breed of dairy stock and Ontario. is 
favorably sttuated and well equipped for the production of fine 
grades of da..iry goods. 'l'he necessary foodstuffs a.re available AMEBICA.N SUGAR" REFINING co. 
and the skill of her dairymen i-s acknowledged.. The Tariff The SPEAKER. Wflen the House adJom:n.ed yesterday even-
Board reports that there are 856,151 milch cows in Quebec ing the matter before the Ho.use was the re8Q:lution (H. Resi. 
and 1.243.680 in Onturfo, wbiJe Maine, New Hamwshire, and 172) o-f the gentleman from Texas [:\11;. HEN-RY], and the im
Vermont combined p.~ve 532.000; New York, 1,771,DOO; Uichi- mediate matter was the motion of the gentleman from Uissis
gan, nearly 1 ,000.000; Wisconsin, 1,500.000. It is true fuat sippi EMr. SissoN] to refer that resolution to, the Committee 
east Canada is not equipped for raising and fattening beef on Rules. TB.e immediate matter is to take a vote- on that 
because Indian corn is neither cheap no1· abundant there; but rnotior.t~ 
Indi:in corn is not a factor of the first importance in the .Mr. HENRY of Texas-. Mr. Speu.ker, permit me to say that 
maintenance of dairy herds. What a.re known as mill feeds it is not my wish to tnke .snap Judgment or to rrwke any tech
are much. eheaper in Canada than in the United States. The nicaJ contention about the p:issa~e of the resolution now pend
prices of bnm Ulld middlings are CBnstantly lower at Winni.peg ing as introduced OY me on yesterday, but there ·are. a. few 
tha.n at l\IinneupoHs; in Toronto the prkes of these products ptain statements I desiJ;e to mak:e- ta. the membership. of this 
are- const:rntly lower than at Buffa.Jo; also lower at Montreal House in order that the cu.~e may be thoroughly understood. 
th:m at Buffalo_ The Tariff Board reports thu.t on February Ahout a. week ago the House ad-Op.too a. resolution providing 
26 the pi;ice of O.rn.n in Winnipeg was $19 ver ton and of mid- for the investign.tio.n of the American Sugar Refining Co., 
dllngs $20, while on the same day-thanks to tbe l\Hllers' Trust- commonly known as the. Sugar Trust. In. that Fesolution 
the Iowa farmers were paying $25 tQ! $28 pel:" ton for- bn.n a.nd j th.ere was, a provision fo.11 th~ Honse to- elect. a committee of 
$27 to $30 fo:r: middlings_ nine mem.b.ers. For satifilactory reasons. the election Qf tile 

, . 
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committee has been postponed from the day of the adoption 
of the resolution until yesterday, when there was offered the 
resolution nominating the nine Members to constitute the com
mittee, five from this side of the House and four from · the 
other side. At the outset let me say that I assume all respon
sibility for nominating the five Members from this side of the 
House. I did not say yesterday, nor will I say to-day, that the 
Committee on Rules made the selection of the Democratic or 
the Republican members of the committee. 

Tlie Committee on Rules did not, neither did the Democratic 
· nor the Republican membership, nor did any subcommittee of 

the Democrats or the Republicans, make the selectioni. There
fore I make the candjd statement to the House that as a Rep
resentative from the eleventh congressional district of Texas, 
not as the chairman of the Committee on Rules, not as a mem
ber of the Committee on Rules, the responsibility of nominat
ing these 10 Democratic Members should be charged against me. 

l\Ir. BROUSSARD. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I prefer not to yield until later. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I have no concealment 

to make from the House or country. This is a great question 
concerning the American people. It is no time to quibble over 
technicalities. The Committee on Rules, by a unanimous vote,' 
reported two resolutions-one to investigate the United States 
Steel Corporation and the other to investigate the American 
Sugar Refining Co.-and provided that this House should elect 
the committees provided for in both those resolutions. 

Gentlemen, discard the idea from your minds that this reso
lution providing for the election of these l\Iembers came from 
the Committee on Rules or from the Democratic Members, for it 
did not come from them, but it came from me as an individual 
Representative, and I consulted as freely as possible many of 
my brethren on this side of the House about the personnel of 
the committee. Obviously it was impossible for me to confer 
with eyery Democrat, but I did talk with as many as were 
accessible. And I realize that some men who should have been 
consulted were inadvertently overlooked. I always consult 
them when within easy reach of their ear. But, M:r. Speaker, 
when the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY] first intro
duced his resolution it provided that this select committee 
should be chosen by the Speaker, as all select and conference 
committees are selected. The resolution came to the Com
mittee on Rules with a provision in it to the effect that the 
committee should be selected by the Speaker. Let me say to 
you, gentlemen, that the Speaker had a conference with me, 
and stated that for reasons satisfactory to himself he preferred 
the Committee on Rules should so amend the Stanley resolu
tion and provide for the election by the House, and I yielded to 
his wishes. 

I candidly state the facts to the House, and have no apolo
gies "to make for my course, because it leaves it to the body of 
the membership to elect the committees. If gentlemen are not 
satisfied with the names proposed, they can make suggestions, 
and we can change the names if the new ones are appropriate. 
We will give you a better committee, if one can be found in 
the House. Understand tbat the Speaker desired to be relieved 
of the responsibility for reasons satisfactory to himself, and, as 
chairman of the Committee on Rules, I concurred with him 
that we could afford to make ' the departure in this particular 
case, and it was accordingly and wisely made. 

The Committee on Rules Q.oes not wish to arrogate to itself 
any authority, and is not reaching out for it. I am acting as an 
individual, - and am simply deferring to the wishes of the 
Speaker. The resolution as adopted on yesterday, as finally in
troduced by the gentleman from Kentucky, provides for the elec
tion by the House instead of appointment at the hands of the 
Speaker. The first resolution providing for the selection by the 
Speaker was House resolution 139, and read to this effect: 

Resoived, That a committee of nine Members of this House, to be ap
pointed by the Speaker, ls hereby directed to make an . investigation, etc. 

Then when the matter <'ame up the next time before the 
Committee on Rules we acquiesced in the wishes of the Speaker 
and changed the yerbiage of the resolution which was reported 
to the House and adopted on yesterday and made it read as 
follows: 

Resolve(i, ·That a committee of nine memberlil to be elected by the 
House be, and is hereby, directed to make an investigation, etc. 

And the Sugar Trust investigation resolution is fashioned 
exactly after the Steel Trust resolution. Gentlemen, you have 
the case before you. I have no desire to rob Ute Democratic 
caucus of any rights or powers they have, and let me say to 
you when we are pressing forward on matter& of great concern 
to the American people let us not halt and quibble over tech
nicalities. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Up to the 

present time we have been harmonious, and I am glad to report 
to this side of the House, after a brief journey through certain 
sections of. the country, we have the enthusiastic and tmquali:fied 
approval of the American people. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question--

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I decline to yield for the prelijent. 
Gentlemen, it makes but little difference whether or not I as an 
individual Member from the eleventh district of. Texas can 
exercise the poor privilege of nominating these Members to the 
House. It is a small matter to me and of little importanct? 
whether this House votes me down as chairman of the Com
mittee on Rules or as an individual. It is not important what 
may happen to me, and would amount to nothing if I should 
depart from the proceedings here and cease to be ·a Member, but 
it is of vital importance to the country that the Democrats 
stand together and press forward to redeem their pledges to the 
American people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Re
iterating, I take the responsibility for suggesting these names. 
If they are not satisfactory, we would be glad to have the sug
gestion of the gentlemen; we would be glad for them to submit 
names they prefer for the committee. Let me say as a Repre
sentative of my district and party, if I must be exposed to 
unjust criticism, I shall not hesitate to stand in this House 
before . the American people and discuss some things as they 
should be discussed. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I give warning to the gentlemen if they intend to discuss 
these things, they must reveal their motives and purposes and 
face me here and before the American people. [Applause.] It 
is of small moment whether you vote down these names sub
mitted by me as an humble Member, but it does make a vast 
deal of difference as to what you shall do with this investiga
tion and the personnel of the committee. They talk about re
ferring the names back to the Committee on Rules. They do 
not . come from the Committee on Rules; they come from an 
individual. If you refer them back to us, we shall not report 
them. Why should we? They have not been before us. Then 
you may take your own course. 

If you go into a caucus, will you make any better selection 
than we have made? What is objectionable about this matter? 
Are any of you gentlemen dissatisfied with the personnel? If 
so, tell u~ about it and we will discuss it candidly and will 
make any change if it appears to be right. This committee is 
headed by the gent1eman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK], and 
appropriately so, because he is the mover of the resolution, 
althoµgh he is a member of the Committee on Rules. And then 
we put upon it one more Member, an able gentleman, from the 
State of Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT]. I suggested him because 
he is an able, upright, honorable, and capable Representative 
and a first-class lawyer, and we need him to grapple with the 
attorneys and talent that will be employed by the Sugar Truse 
and Steel Trust. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question 1 
l\fr. HENRY of Texas. Not now; but in a moment. 
l\1r. FI'I'ZGERALD. Just so as to make clear what the gen

tleman is saying. The gentleman from Texas makes the state
ment that he in his representative capacity as an individual 
Member proposed these names, but he is continually speaking 
of " we " doing this, or " we " making this change, and " we " 
believing something. Who are the " we" to whom the gentle
man refers? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. That is only an editorial expression. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to be perfectly fair to the gen
tleman if he means that he himself would make-

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I want to say to the gentleman 
once and for all that " we " does not mean the Speaker of the 
House and myself, for the Speaker had nothing to do with 
making this committee, if that is what. you are charging. 
[Applause.] 

:Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from New York has not 
intimated in any manner that the Speaker has had anything 
to do with it. I believe that if he had had it would have been 
satisfactory, but to be perfectly fair, when the gentleman from 
Texas speaks of "we" it is not fair to Members who have not 
been let into the secret as to who constitutes the "we." 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I am glad the gentleman has· inter
rupted, and if it becomes necessary, which I hope will not be 
the case, I will make the· expression "we" peculiarly appro
priate when referring to some conferences held between some of 
the New York delegation and myself. 

Mr. FI';I.'ZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, let me say to the gentle
man that I am not aware of what he refers to. He had no. 
conference with me. If he had conferred with me, anything I 
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would haYe said to him he would be at perfect liberty to dis
close to this House. [Applause.] I am not accustomed to mak
ing statements in priYate that I am unwilling to make on the 
floor of this House, if they refer to anything in the discharge 
of my duty. 

1\lr. HENRY of Texas. I am glad to confirm what the gen
tleman says, and to state that he and I had no conference about 
this matter, and am indeed grieved to think that he stands in 
the way of this investigation, or the personnel of the committee, 
for a single instant by criticizing the method of our selections. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not doing either, and when the 
gentleman will give me time, which I hope he will, I will make 
some statements to show it. But when the gentleman intimates 
in a colloquy with me that it may be necessary for him to dis
close statements made between him and the members of the New 
York delegation, the only inference could be that I was involved 
in such conference, when neither directly nor indirectly has any 
such conference been held. 

l\Ir. HENRY of Texas. Dismiss that from your mind. I did 
not consult the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Nor has anybody who consulted with me 
consulted with the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HENHY of Texas. I exonerate the gentleman. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, when I drew the gentleman into the matter and now ex
onerate him and say that he did not confer with me, directly 
or indirectly, th.at should suffice. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not wish to have a personal con
troversy with the gentleman, but only one inference could be 
drawn from the gentleman's statement. 

l\Ir. HNNRY of Texas. Then I withdraw any statement that 
I have made that may be offensive. 

l\fr. FITZGERALD. It was not offensive, because nothing 
offends me if it is accurate. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I think that is trne. The gentleman 
could not afford to be offended if it was accurate. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no personal feeling and it will not 
humiliate me if gentlemen do not agree with me. But suppose 
the House were to refer these nominations back to the Com
mittee on RuJes. The matter has not been there, and the Com
mittee on Rules can take no action about the personnel. Sup
pose you go to the caucus to select your membership. I have 
stated to the House candidly why we changed the Yerbiage of 
the resolution and relieved the Speaker of the responsibility and 
left the choice to the Honse. We will take no snap judgment. 
We will not move the previous question-perhaps I would better 
say "I," and not "we "-I will not move the previous question 
unless compelled to do so by some emergency. We shall have 
freedom of discussion and amendment, and if there is anybody 
who is not satisfied with the names in this resolution we will 
be glad to consider others and vote on them. Now, I yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Did I understand the gentleman 
to say just now that this matter had not been taken up and 
considered by the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Does the gentleman mean the per-
sonnel of the committee? 

Mr. 1\IARTIN of Colorado. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I say yes. 
l\Ir. l\IARTIN of Colorado. Then, l\Ir. Speaker, I want to call 

the attention of the gentleman to this language used by him 
yesterday in debate: 

But, Mr. Speaker, when a majority of the Committee on Rules-aye 
every member of the Committee on ltules, both Democrats and Repub: 
licans-agreed that this resolution should be adopted and the com
mittee elected, I do not see the sense in submitting it to a caucus 
where we all agreed. 

l\Ir. HENRY of Texas. I meant the resolution by that. I 
was speaking in general terms. I believed, and still think., the 
Democrats could stand together and agree upon five members 
of this committee. Altoge_ther there are 55 chairmen of com
mittees, and we felt that we couJd not take many of them. We 
were limited in the selection of the personnel, because it wa.s 
hard to find Members who are not already preoccupied. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Now, just a moment. The gentle
man contends now that he meant to say yesterday and now 
says that he himself is responsible for these committee selec
tions. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. And I say now what I said yesterday. 
l\Ir. MAR'rIN of Colorado. That he-the gentleman from 

Texas-is responsible for these committee selections? 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. J 
Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. The gentleman has repeatedly 

stated to this House and reiterated the statement that this is 
a matter of tremendous .importance to the American people. 
Now, if it is a matter of such tremendous importance to the 
American people, does not the gentleman think that it is just a 

little important, the make-up and selection of this committee? 
Does the gentleman feel adequate in himself, out of 227 Demo
crats, to decide a matter of such tremendous importance to the 
people of the country? 

Mr. HE~'RY of Texas. Yes; and the House is now electing, 
by its own will and act, the members of the committee. I 
merely suggested the names, and now suggest to· the gentleman 
that if he is not satisfied with the personnel 'perhaps we can 
arrange it to suit him. 

l\Ir: MARTIN of Colorado. I have not stated, Mr. Speaker, 
that I was not satisfied with the personnel of this committee. 
I do not know whether I am satisfied or not. I have not had 
an opportunity to consider the personnel of this committee. . I 
do not know anything about the considerations or motives which 
may have influenced their selection. What I 9bject to is the 
method by which the personnel of this committee has been 
decided upon. 

The gentleman from Texas says these selections are open to 
amendment. The gentleman knows how futile that proposition 
is, and he also knows the utter useles.sness of the mere form 
of going about and pulling a list out of his pocket and submit
ting it to this and that and the other Member and saying, "Is 
this list all right? Does it suit you?" 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I must object, Mr. Speaker, to yield
ing to the gentleman further. 

l\Ir. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 

from Missouri [Mr. ALEXANDER] ? 
Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I deny, Mr. Speaker, that such 

action is satisfactory to the membership of this body. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Let us take a sensible view of it. 

When the Ways and Means Committee is to go into conference 
with the Senate on a great tariff bill, a great revenue measure, 
how are the conferees selected? Are t.bey really, in fact, se
lected by the Speaker, as the rule provides shall be the case? 
ET"ery intelligent l\1ember knows that the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee suggests those conferees. The same is 
true with respect to the great Appropriations Committee, headed 
by the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGER
ALD]. Frequently, and, I imagine, in almost every instance, the 
chairman of that committee suggests the conferees. So this 
matter is not as important as the gentleman would make . it 
appear. Because, forsooth, I have nominated these names to 
the House for election, for your ratification, all this unseemly 
wrangle has occurred. 

l\Ir. ALEXANJ)ER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
TM SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the 

gentleman from l\Iissouri? 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will. 
l\!r. ALEXAJ\"DER. The gentleman has reiterated that he 

hns made the selection. It obscures the issue when he says 
that if the membership of the committee is not satisfactory to 
the membership of the House, as suggested by him, they have a 
remedy. It is a very embarrassing remedy, and that is not the 
question. The question is the method of procedure in nominat
ing this committee. Now, what did the gentleman from Texas 
on yesterday mean by this language? I read from page 1257 of 
the IlECORD: 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, just a word. As chairman of the 
Committee on Rules, I desire to say that tlle responsibility was put on 
that committee. We have not arrogated to ourselves any authority 
We understand how jealous, and rightly so, Members have been of thetr 
prerogatives as Representatives in this House. We are not tryin"' to 
dictate to the Democracy or the membership of this House but here 
was the responsibility coming up that could be solved by your committee. 
Now, how much better off would y<>u be if you submitted it to some 
other committee and let them pass on it? 

l\Ir. HENRY of Texas. The gentleman from :Missouri is too 
good a lawyer to want to hold me to a strict tee.hnical con
struction of the language. When I made that statement I 
spoke the truth, and was speaking in general terms of the reso
lutions and make-up of the membership of the committee. The 
resolutions came from the Committee on Rules and somebody 
had to take the responsibility of suggesting names, and as an 
humble member I have done so. 

Ur. ALEXA.l\"DER. In view of that equivocal language I 
wished the gentleman to clear up the situation so that the 
House could know what he meant. 

l\Ir. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield 
further. I do not admit that the language is equivocal or 
needs clearing up. I stand now as on yesterday. 

Mr. KID\"'DALL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. HE.i~Y of Texas. Yes. 
l\fr. KENDALL. After the adoption of the resolution, which 

provides that the committee should be elected by the House, 
would not the ordinary course have been for the matter to be 
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brought to the attention of the House by the chairman of the 
majority caucus in a motion to elect? 
· Mr. HENRY of Texa.s. It would be in regard to the stand

ing committees. Undoubtedly the gentleman is correct, but 
here is where we varied the rule in reference to the select 
coinrni ttees. 

.l\Ir. KE1'-rn.ALL. What is the distinction between this com
mittee and the· standing committee which authorizes a private 
Member of the House to propose the names of the committee? 

l\Ir. HENRY of Texas. I think that can be made so plain 
that the gentleman will understand it. Of course, if it had 
been -a standing committee the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] would have made the nomination, but where we 
had a resolution under consideration, that changed the rule 
to a certain extent which provided that the Speaker should 
appoint · the select and conference committees, and thus re
quired the House to elect this committee, as it did the Ballinger
Pinchot committee, it was thought perhaps we could solve the 
problem if some Member in his individual capacity should sug
gest the names to the House of Representatives. If you go 
before the caucus, somebody must otter names to the caucus. 
If you come to the House, some one must present them here. 
We suggested the names of the Members to investigate the 
Steel Trust and not a murmur to the proceeding was heard. 
They were elected by unanimous vote; but all of a sudden some 
gentleman concludes that he has been O\erlooked and becomes . 
antagonistic. · 

I regret not being able to confer with every Democratic Mem
ber, and again repeat that those who believe they can seleCt a 
better committee by committing it to · the Rules Committee, 
where it will sleep if you do it, or those who think it should 
be presented to a Democratic caucus, can vote this resolution 
down. And you will see how much better it will be and whether 
this controversy will avail anything. You are not making any 
better progress. 

So far as I am concerned, it will not embarrass me what
ever you do, for, in my individual capacity,- I intend to keep 
faith with the American people, and, if it lies within my power, 
to maintain harmony in the Democratic Party, going forward 
to that greater victory awaiting us in 1912. [.Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Mr. Speaker, I will yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Louisiana, but first will yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON] for a question. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. 1\1.ANN. How much time has the gentleman from Texas 

remaining? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 25 minutes. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Texas occupied a half or 

three-quarters of an hour yesterday. .Is he now, in taking the 
floor, entitled to another hour because it is a different day? 

The SPEAKER. Not because it is a different day, but be
cause it is a different proposition. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest this, 
that before adjournment last evening the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. HENBY] yielded the floor for a motion to commit this reso
lution but taking the floor this morning he is entitled to an 
hour 'nobody having protested his right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is correct. 
l\1r. MANN. I understand, but does the Chair rule now that 

if the gentleman from Texas again yields the floor to other 
gentlemen, he can then take the floor and be entitled to another 
hour? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules this, that the original 
proposition which started this debate was the resolution nomi
nating nine members of this committee, and the gentleman from 
Texas had an hour. Just about the time that hour was expir
ing the gentleman fr(}m Mississippi [Mr. SISSON] made a motion 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules, when the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RoDDENBERY] raised the point of 
no quorum. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
then moved that the House adjourn, and the House did adjourn. 
So that the matter which came up first was the motion of the 
gentleman from Mississippi to refer this original resolution to 
the Commitee on Rules, and the gentleman from Texas, or any 
other gentleman who rose and addressed the Chair, had a right 
to an hour. The gentleman from Texas. happened to be the first 
man up. . 

Mr. MANN. The Chair will pardon me, but the gentleman 
from Texas occupied a considerable time on yesterday after the 
motion was made by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
SISSON]. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair stated, there was a kind of 
interlocutory performance among several gentleman down there. 

Nobody made a speech. There were suggestions bandied back 
and forth. 

l\I:t. .MANN. The gentleman from Texas had the floor for a 
considerable time, but if the Chair has no record of it, I have 
no desire to press the matter. I thought possibly the Chair 
had a record of the ti~e that he occupied on yesterday after the 
motion was made by the gentleman from Mississippi. At the 
proper time, Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recognized. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois at the proper time. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle
man from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON] for a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask this ques
tion: In the first place, I will state, as the RECORD shows, that 
I was one of those Members who favored yesterday afternoon 
immediate action or ratification of the names that the gentle
man from Texas proposed-not because I believed that he or 
his Committee on Rules had the authority to make .. the. nomi
nations, but because I thought it would get our party out of 
the very embarrassing position in which we found ourselves. 
Now, the gentleman has thrown other features this morning 
into the discussion upon this matter, to wit: He has indicated 
that in the near future, if gentlemen who were opposing him 
yesterday prosecute that matter, that he will reveal matters in 
·this House that he had not refen·ed to fully and _entirely. Now, 
I certainly am perfectly honest in my desire for information, 
for I am not aware of any connivance or arrangement or any 
recognized division for selfish ends on this side of the House. 
I frankly state that I am not among those Members consulted 
by the gentleman from Texas about the names submitted by 
him . . Nor do I take any exception to his course, but I respect
fully ask him to let me know, as a supporter on his side of the 
question, what he nieans by the intimations he has thrown out. 
Is there any clique, is there any prearrangement or attempt 
this way, is there any agreement among the Democratic Mem
bers of this side, or any number of them, for certain selfish 
purposes, as the gentleman indicates there is, and who leads 
such a movement? 

l\Ir. HENRY of Texas. I will answer that, and say no; but 
when I deem it necessary and appropriate, if we reach that 
stage, I will ooy whatever I think should be said. I am keepin6 
nothing from Members here. 

1\1.r. RICHARDSON. The gentleman certainly is. Why did 
you deem it necessary and appropriate at this time to refer 
to it? 

l\Ir. HENRY of Texas. I will say that there is no clique. I 
said what I thought I ought to have said, and I measured my 
words when I made the statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, I think, to be perfectly frank, that 
the gentleman ought to tell us what it is. 

l\Ir. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BROUSSARD]. 

l\Ir. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
1-'he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. RODDENBERY. How is the question before the House 

at this time, the resolution and the motion-as a matter of 
privilege or as a. privileged resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It is before the House as a privileged reso
lution affecting the organization of the House, not as coming 
from the Committee on Rules especially, but it is a matter 
affecting the organization of the House, and the motion of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SrssoN] to refer it is a sub
sidiary motion affecting the resolution itself. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKliJR. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Is a motion to strike out a name and insert 

one in order previous to a ·vote upon the motion to refer? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. If the motion . to 

refer should be voted down, then any gentleman on the floor 
in the present situation has a right to offer to amend this 
original resolution by striking out any name and substituting 
another, or by striking out all of the names and substituting 
others. That is true until some gentleman moves the previous 
question and the previous question is ordered. The gentleman 
from Louisiana is recognized. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to preface the few 
observations which I shall make on this motion by stating to 
the House the very high esteem with which I regard the gentle
man from Texas, who has moved the selection of the committee 
authorized by the resolution known as the Sugar Trust in
vestigation resolution. Nor do I wa:rat to appear here a·s object
ing to any of the gentlemen who have been named by the gentle
man from Texas on that committee. My objection to the motion 
made by the gentleman from Texas goes deeper than the ques-
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tion of the individuals or the gentlemen whose names appear 
in the resolution. The investigation of the American Sugar Re
fining Co. is one that strikes a popular chord throughout the 
country; in fact. we have it from the authority of the chairman 
of the Committee on Rules that on the Rules Committee there 
is no opposition to this investigation. 

It is, however, necessary, in order to obtain that evidence 
which will prove or disprove the common belief throughout 
the country regarding this corporation, that the investigation 
should be thorough, complete, and managed by men who under· 
stand the methods pursued by this corporation. The gentleman 
from Texas assumes the responsibility, as I understand, for the 
selection of five members of that committee. He does not 
state who selected the other four. Perhaps if the gentleman 
from Illinots, the leader of the minority on the floor, were asked 
the question he might be able to enlighten the House as to who 
selected the other four. In the selection of this committee I 
find that there are at least five members of that committee 
from States producing beet sugar. I find no one on that com
mittee from either the State which I in part have the honor 
to represent and the State which in part the gentleman from 
Texas himself represents, the two States which are producing 
fu11y one-third of the entire American output of sugar. I 
would like to know if gentlemen, no matter how well posted 
they may be in regard to the process of producing sugar 
in the beet States and the process developed in the dis
position of the output of the best sugar factories in the West, 
are qualified entirely to investigate the workings of the Ameri
can Sugar Refining Co. toward the people of Louisiana and 
Texas in the disposition of the crops of those two great States. 
And yet th~ production of sugar from cane in thi.s country, oue
third of the entire production, is from the States of Louisiana 
and Texas. No one is placed on this committee to represent 
that interest The American Sugar Refining Co., if not guilty 
of any other charge, is certainly guilty of the charge of con
trolling the market of sugar in both Louisiana and Texas, and 
yet when they come to form this committee, pursuing a system 
of incognito statesmanship· where no one is responsible for the 
selection of the members, instead o:i: placing the duty upon the 
Speaker of the House, a list is handed to the House no one 
wishes to question the personnel of the names sugg~sted, no 
one is given an opportunity to ascertain just what qualifications 
the gentlemen suggested possess, but all at once the resolution 
presented is within a short while passed by the House-

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BROUSSARD. May I have just a minute more? 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield the gentleman one minute 

additional. · . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for one 

minute. 
Mr. BROUSSARD. i should say, Mr. Speaker without 

criticizing the position of the gentleman from Texas' that this 
resolution should be sent to the Ways and Means Committee 
primarily, or I should say, in right, it should be turned over 
to the Speaker himself that he mi~ht investigate the matter 
and make the proper assignments in order that something like 
results may come from this investigation. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] Bot if the Speaker is unwilling to assume 
the responsibility of the great office which he occupies (ap
plause of the Republtcan side], then, I say, the matter should 
be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means that hereto
fore has selected all the other committees of the House, and 
that committee should look into the matter and report a com
mittee qualified in every respect to handle this subject as it 
should be handled if it is not intended to absolutely play 
politics with this resolution. [Appia use on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I was not in the House 
yesterday afternoon when the first resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Texas naming nine Members to constitute a 
committee to investigate the steel corporations of the country 
was offered. Had I been I would have made the same objec
tion to the procedure as I afterwards advanced to the naming 
of the members of this committee. I came into the House 
when this resolution was being read, and I then asked ques
tions as to how the membership of the committee had been 
selected. I stated that if the procedure were to be followed on 
another occasion the resolution would not go through as easily 
as it appeared yesterday. I have since examined the personnel 
of both committees and, so far as I am concerned, I should say 
in justice to the individuals named that I have not the 
slightest objection to any Member upon either one of them. 
But the objection which I raise, Mr. Speaker, is not to the per
sonnel of the committee, but is to the method by which these 
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men were selected, and I wish to speak very frankly, because 
intimations have been m~de that some attempt was made after· 
the first resolution was adopted to halt the investigation of the 
sugar companies. I am particularly interested in the investiga
tion of the American Sugar Refining Co. and the other sugar 
refining companies of the country. The Arbuckles, the largest 
independent refiners in the United States, are located in my 
district. The American Sugar Refining Co., which has in the 
Borough of Brooklyn, from which I come, though not in the 
district which I represent, the plants in which the gross frauds 
against the Government were perpetrated. 

President Taft in his first annual message to Congress, if I 
be not mistaken, asked that the investigation by Congress 0:1' 
these concerns be delayed else by chance it might interfere 
with the administration of justice. After a reasonable time 
had elapsed-I think it was the entire session-I introduced 
a resolution calling upon the President to state what reasons, 
if any, then existed for deferring an investigation of these 
sugar companies. And the gentleman from Illinois [l\Ir. 
RAINE..'Y], who made a speech on this floor that will not soon 
be forgotten about these same concerns, will testify that the 
speech was made after some extended conference with myse11 
in which I furnished some, if not much, of the information 
used by him at the time. I am anxious to have these concerns 
investigated, because it would seem tpat a gross miscarriage of 
justice is taking place, and while a number of petty employees 
of these concerns have been convicted and have been given the 
penalty of the law, not a single man of any importance, as I 
can recall, in either one, has been brought to the bar and 
sentenced for gross frauds extending over a number of years 
and which resulted in the voluntary payment of several ·million 
dollars to the Government. 

Now, that will foresta11 any disclosure as to my connection 
or interest in any way with this resolution. The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. HENRY] misunderstands the entire ground of 
this criticism. 

On two occasions in the last Congress the House provided 
that special committees should be elected. A caucus was held, 
at which Members present were not nominated, but members of 
the caucus voted for whom they pleased on these committees, 
and as a result, in both instances, there being more candidates 
than the number of men to go on the committees, those selected 
by the majority in the caucus were the ones selected by the 
Democrats to represent them upon the committees. If this side 
of the House is to elect its committees, then I am in favor of 
having some sort of election that means an election and not 
a farce and a pretense of an election, by which the gentleman 
from Texas or some other individual, either with or without 
consultation with other Members, can present a resolution nam
ing certain individuals to be ratified by the vote of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like a few minutes more time. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I have promised all 

the time at my disposal. I regret that I can not give the gentle. 
man more time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I regret it, too, because I would like 
to make some reply to statements which have been made con· 
cerning myself. Of course, unless the gentleman moves the pre. 
vious question--

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent that the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZ· 
GERALD] be al1owed to proceed for 10 minutes. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I have only 10 minutes of the hour 
remaining, but I will help the gentleman to get time, if I can, 
after the 10 minutes is consumed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HUMPHREYS] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] be permitted to proceed for 10 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I join in the request, 
provided it does not interfere with the time allowed to me under 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Of course it would not do that. 
Mr. MANN. I thought the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 

HENRY] had yielded the balance of his time. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I agreed to yield it, and the gentle

men to whom I yielded it wished to speak. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- · 

tleman from Mississippi? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FrrzoERXLD] is rec
ognized for an additional 10 minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it was not for the purpose 
either of halting the investigation, which I have been interested 
in for several years, or of quibbling over technicalities, or of 
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interfering with harmony -0n this side of the House that I ex
pressed my opinion upon the method adopted in this matter. I 
understood from the statement of the gentleman from Texas on 
yesterday that. it had been believed that the duty had devolved 
upon the Committee on Rules to make these recommendations. 
He states to-day that he assumes the 1.·esponsibility-and, of 
comse. he must-for offering this resolution, and states that 
he did it as an individual But if that is the manner in_ which 
committees of the House are to be elected, I wish to eall the 
attention of the .House at this time to what may be the result. 

Assume that some other special committee is created and 
pro'7ision is made that it shall be elected by the House. Noth
ing can prevent the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. l\lA.NN] or 
some one else on that_ side of the House from selecting a com
mittee, selecting the members from this side of the House, 
members whom he belim·es will not be objected to, and could 
not be criticized, and could not be objected. to without a great 
injustice being done to them, then selecting the members of the 
minority, and then offering the resolution naming such indi
viduals as a privileged resolution, saying that the purpose wn.s 
to permit the House to elect the committee, and if anyone we.re 
dissatisfied with the personnel they could .substitute -0ther 
names for those suggested by him. 

The committee would in that case probably be elected by the 
Honse in form, but in effect it would be selected by the 
minority leader of this House. Instead -0f having an €lection 
of .committees we would, because of the peculiar condition that 
would exist, turn over to the minority or ro some free lance 
the selection of the committees, on the pretext that it was 
being done by an election by the House. · 

I am too much interested in the success of the Democratic 
Party in this House and in the country to see such a plan 
initiated. 

S far as this committee is concerned, I wish simply to 
say this: I ha\e no objection to any member UPOD: it. I have 
no objection to any member upon the other committee, and 
I should say, further, that no Member on this side Qf the 
House, either from the Kew York delegation or from any 
other delegation, conferred with the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. HENBY] on my behalf or after a eonference with me as 
to who sh"Ould be placed upon either one of these eommittees. 
I knew nothing about any movement to select them until I 
heard the resolution read at the Clerk's desk, and I hope that 
may satisfy th-0se who may perhaps think there is some 
peculiar or undisclosed or mysterious reason for my statement 
in connection with this resolution. 

Mr. HENRY Qf ·Texas. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

· 1\Ir. HENRY of Texas. I want · to say to the gentleman from 
New York, once for all, that I exonerate him completely. He 
did not talk to me, directly ·or indirectly, about this resolution 
or about the personnel of the eommittee, and I have no desire 
to cast any aspersion upon him. I want the gentleman to under-

. stnnd that. I do not impugn his motives, and the only regret 
I have, and !).ere express, is that he could not see his way clear 
to support this resolution and agree to the personnel of the 
committee. I was regretting that. I did not mean to reflect on 
the gentleman. -

Mr. FITZGERALD. I know the gentleman did not intend 
to do so, but the language he employed was very unfortunate. 
I have not said at any time that I opposed or desired to ()ppose 
or proposed to oppose the resolution -OT to interfere or to attempt 
to illterfere with the personnel of the committee. I think it 
highly important now to the Members named in that resolution 
that they should be elected by the House, lest an unfortunate 
misunderstanding should go out to the country regarding them. 

And I wish to say, not only for that reason but because I 
believe the Members are wen qualified for the work and fitted 
for it, that there is no objection to them. I shall vote to adopt 
the resolution rather than send it to the Committee on Rules. 
- But I do n-0t wish to have the fad lost sight -0f that the 
method pursued is, in my opinion, indefensible, however meri
torious it may appear to others, and I sin"Cerely trust that such 
a method will not be followed in the future, because if it 
should be, regardless of those named in the resolution, whether 
they be properly equipped or not, or regardless of the source 
from which it comes, I shall not vote for the men named in 
the resolution il t'esented under such eircumstances. 

And let me suy to the gentleman from Texas that his posi
tion will 1iardly square with what we are attempting to do. 
He says that as the Representative of the eleventh district of 
Texas he nominates these men to the House; but when the 
late Speaker was Speaker of the House, as Representative of 
the eighteenth Illinois district, he nominated committees to the 
House; the House then had the same right, under the rules, 

by resolution to have substituted other names for the com
mittees named by him. 

If we a.re to have .committees elected by the House, if this 
side of the House is to follow that method, t;J:len one of two 
things should be done, either opportunity should be given for 
men in the Democratic caucus to express preferences without 
directly antagonizing some individual Member for membership 
on the committees, or the Committee on Ways and Means, the 
members Qf which under the Democratic caucus rules are pro
hibited from serving upon any other committee; should act as a 
nominating committee. If that be done, it will save much con
troversy and much contention and much unnecessary discussion 
and will conduce very much to the success and harmony of the 
party in the House. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEl~RY .of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Mississippi [l\Ir. SrssoN]. 

Mr. SISSON. l\lr. Speaker, I presume that the same objec
tion would have been made to the Steel Trust resolution that 
was made to this resolution, and I desire that the Roo01m 
shall show the exact circumstances under which I became 
aware of the fact that the Steel Trust res.olution was being 
considered. 

The Committee of the Whole House had arisen, the Speaker 
had taken the chair, and the report had been made, and a 
majority of the Members, or a great number of the .Members1 

had their hats in hand, expecting the House to immediately 
adjourn. I had started out of th€ door when I heard a reso
lution being read, and I stopped at the rail and li~tened and 
then ca.me back and sat down, and before I realized exactly 
what had happened the Steel Trust resolution had passed. 

Now, I asked ·on yesterday that at the proper time unani
mous consent be granted that the nomination of this commit
tee be referred to the Ways and Means Committee. That 
would be the regular course to be pursued. But the chair
man of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. UNDERWOOD], for 
personal reasons, did not want that resolution referred to that 
·i::ommittee. But th.at resolution is now out. of the way. I do 
not presume that unanimous consen,t would be granted to vacate 
that order and let it go in the regular way. . 

I want to take this occa.Bion to say that there is not a man 
in the House for whom I have .a higher regard than the gen
tleman from Texas, chairman of the Rules Committee. I be
lieve he is as patriotic as he is able and strong. Every single 
member on both of these committees is entirely satisfactory 
to me; but we ought to have some rule, some orderly procedure 
adopted~ so that Members may know that when a certain com
mittee is sugges.ted to the Rouse somebody has to take the 
responsibility of naming i_t. 

Now, th~ .Spea.4:er, under the rules, may nominate the com
mittees except the regular standing committees of the House, 
but if the Speaker does not name the committees the- logical 
interpretation -0f the rule would be that it should go to the 
Ways and Means Committee. It would be infinitely better to 
let the Speaker of the House appolll:t the committees under the 
old regime than to have a man come in and :suggest the names 
without anybody assuming the responsibility of nominating the 
committee on motion in this House. [Applause.] 

Now, it is the principle involved in this question that I ob
ject to. I myself was in favor of taking out of the hands of 
the Speaker the power of appointing the .committees. That was 
done by the Democratic Party, and it has worked with marvel
ous success and ha'S been approved ·of .generally by the country. 
I do not want to make this magnificent stride in the right direc
tion ridiculous by a proceeding of this kind. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, since the Steel Trust resolution is out of 
the way, and in view of the statement made by the chairman 
of the Rules Committee that if this resolution is referred to his 
committee they would have nothing to do with it, I nm com
pelled to change my motion and ask that this resolution be re
ferred to the Ways and Means Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chall' will sn.y to the gentleman from 
Mississippi that an amendment would be in order to that effect 

llr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi has 
not the floor to offer an amendment 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has .expired. 

i\1r. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to ask the gen
tleman from Mississippi a question. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has expired. 

Mr. RICHA.RDSON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The ·gentleman. 11Vill state lt 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it in order for the gentlemun from 

Mississippi to -withdraw his motion of yesterday without unani-
mous consent? -
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The SPEAKER. The motion could be withdrawn in the 

House. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Without objection? 
The SPEAKER. In the House he has the right to withdraw 

his motion or amendment before it is voted on. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. And no Member has a right to make an 

objection to it? 
The SPEAKER. No. 
Mr . . RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I heard the chairman of 

the Committee on Ways and Means, the gentleman from Ala
bama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], yesterday say that it would embarrass 

' him to refer this question to that committee, and I know it 
would, and I do not think it is right to refer it to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
.Alabama that nobody has made a motion to refer it to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means, but the trouble about it all is that 
the time of the gentleman from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And I have none? 
The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Alabama has 

none. The gentleman from Texas has five minutes. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield those five min

utes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD]. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I regret very sincerely 
that such a situation as now confronts us has arisen. I could 
not let it go by without protest when presented on yesterday. I 
believe that this House should be democratic in every particu
lar. I believe that in making up its committees the Demo
cratic caucus ought to name the Democratic members and 
the Republican caucus the Republican members of the com
mittees. I believe that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HENBY] would be 
as competent as any other two gentlemen to perform those 
respective functions, but in my opinion the membership of the 
House itself ought to have done these things. I think it was 
a mistake, but there was a little heat in the matter yesterday. 
It struck some of our ideals a little suddenly. It aroused our 
antagonism against an old order of things that we thought we 
had whipped out of existence, and we spoke somewhat sud
denly. I have been looking over the names that have been pre
sented, and I want to say now that I had no personal objec
tion to any of those that were proposed on this committee as 
members of the committee. They are good, true, stalwart 
Democrats [applause on the Democratic side], ready to do their 
part and support the policies of their party and work out the 
welfare of the country. I believe that the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. HENRY] made a mistake, but since it has gone so 
far I believe that it were better that we should say to him, 
" Go thy way and sin no more,'' and we will elect tllis com
mittee this time. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I be
lieve the gentleman from Texas to be a patriotic Member of this 
House, the equal of any here, and that he realizes as fully as 
I do that he committed an error. I believe that he is a good 
and true man, and that he inadvertently fell into this pitfall, 
and I would ask my friend from Mississippi not to press his 
motion to recommit, but to let us all close up this incident now 
and elect this committee. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Let it go on and perform its service, and let us, by the light of 
experience, in the future avoid such errors. 

Mr. Speaker, I take the liberty to say this because for many 
years I have been an advocate on this floor-sometimes I 
was very lonesome, because I bad no support-against a pol
icy of one-man power. I believe that the 'gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. HENRY] is of the opinion that there ought to be no 
one-man power, but in the haste to get up these committees, in 
the fear that there might arise some friction, he fell into the 
pitfall to which T have referred; and I am sure he recognizes· 
that as clearly as do I. I know he is as anxious to serve the 
party and the country as am I, and I would respectfully ask 
the gentleman from Mississippi to withdraw his motion. Let 
us elect this committee, and then let us see to it that this thing 
does not happen again. [Applause on the Democratic side.) 
Now, I beg the gentleman from Mississippi, let us not carry this 
thing any further now. There are some other matters that we 
want to deal with, and let us elect this committee, because they 
are good men, and especia11y do not make the motion to refer it 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the pending mo

tion by striking out the words " the Committee on Rules" and 
inserting "a select committee of 15 Members." 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. MANN moves to commit the resolution to a select committee o! 

15 Members. 

Mr. MANN. What I move to do is to strike out and insert. 
The motion of the gentleman from Mississippi, as I understand, 
is to refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules. I move 
to strike out the words "the Committee on Rules" and insert 
" a select committee of 15 Members." 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the motion. The 
motion is to strike out the words " Rules Committee" or " Com
mittee on Rules," whichever it is, in the motion, and to r·efer 
it to a select committee of 15. 

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Virginia? · 

Mr. MA.l~N. Certainly. 
Mr. CARLIN. How does the gentleman propose to select the 

committee? 
Mr. MANN. I! the gentleman from Virginia, who is or ought 

to be a member of the Committee on Rules, had studied the 
rules as carefully as he studies most questions he would have 
recalled the fact that the rules provide that select committees 
should be appointed by the Speaker unless otherwise ordered 
by the House. 

Mr. CARLIN. I was familiar with the fact, but I wanted to 
get it before the House. 

Mr. M.A!~N. If the gentleman from Virginia had contained 
his soul in patience for a moment it would not have required 
the efforts of the gentleman from Virginia to get it before the 
House. 

Mr. SISSON. I would like to ask the Speaker if I at this 
moment could be permitted to withch·aw my motion? 

'l'he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the ~oor. 
Mr. MA~"N. I have no objection to the gentleman asking 

unanimous consent--
Mr. SISSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-

sent--
Mr. MANN. If it can be done without my losing the floor. 
Mr. SISSON. I ask permission to withdraw my motion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani-

mous consent to withdraw his motion. 
Mr. BROUSSARD and Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I object. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 

that the gentleman has the absolute right to withdraw· his 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman asked unanimous con
sent to wjthdraw it. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I thought the Speaker gave me 
the information that it required unanimous consent. I ask 
to withdraw my motion if I can do so. I desire to withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make this par
liamentary suggestion, and that is that the gentleman from 
Mississippi has no power over his motion now since there 
is an amendment on the motion which is pending before the 
House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the atten
tion of the Chair to a rule that is right in point, page 377 of 
the Manual, where the statement is made that "a motion may 
be withdrawn although an amendment may have been offered 
and may be pending." The reference is to section 5347, volume 
5, Hinds' Precedents. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order while the 
Clerk reads a section from Hinds' Parliamentary Precedents. 

The Clerk read as follows: · 
A motion may be withdrawn in the House although an amendment 

to it may have been offered and may be pending. On April 14, 1892, 
Mr. Julius C. Burrows, of Michigan, moved that there be omUte<l 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the chapters of a book entitled 
"Protection and Free Trade," which had been incorporated in the re
marks of Mr. William Stone, of Kentucky. 

Mr. George W. Fithian, of Illinois, moved to amend the motion by 
striking out from the RECORD a certain letter published in a speech of Mr. 
J. P. Dolliver, of Iowa. 

Mr. Burrows then withdrew his motion, to which withdrawal Mr. 
Fithian objectedb and submitted the question or order whether the 
resolution could e withdrawn without tP,e consent of the House, pend
ing the motion to amend. 

The Speaker held that the mover could withdraw the resolution, 
there having been no amendment adopted or decision thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi withdraws 
his motion. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion, which I send to 
the Clerk's desk. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois offers a mot;on, 
which the Clerk will' report .. 

The Olerk read as follows: 
Mr. MANN moves to recommit the resolution to a select committee of 

15 members. 
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Mr-. FlTZGER.A.LD. Mr. SDeakei:; I re-serrve a point of order :manner representing both sides of the House, where both sides 
upon that 

1 
of the House might consider the membership of committees 

Mr: MANN~ Mr. Speaket, the gentlemru:r. need not reserve it I and bring the proposed membership before the House for ap
He· may ma.lte. it Let the gentleman make his point of order. proval. Everyone know& that the ideal method of selecting 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not want to dispose of it until. I 
1 
committees is not by ea.ucus action 

hear what the gen.tleman says. . I Tu~ COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr . .l\M..J\'N. I prefeJr to have. the gentleman make the point The SPEAKER.· Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 

of order. The' gentleman can. not reserve bi's point of order the gentleman from Wisconsin? 
unless it be by unanimous consent The gentleman may make '. Mr. MANN. Certainly_ . 
hi& point if he has one. M1·. COOPER. The gentleman from Illinois has just deplored 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will not press the point. 1

' the fa.ct that no precedent has- been established for c::rses of 
· The SPEA.JrER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ~!A.NN] 1 thL kind. 
is entitled to one hour. . Mr. MANN. I haT'e deplored no such fa.ct at all. I have not 

Mr. M.A1'"'N. I was not in favor of referring this resolution ' spoken of it. 
to the. Committee on Rules nor would I be in favor of referring 1 lli. COOPER. The-- gentleman spoke more than once of the 
it to the Committee on Ways and l\feans. Three of the gentle- wisdom or the necessity of having a precedent established, and 
men named in the reselution. belonged to the Committee on the gentleman now speaks of: the necessity of having. a. select 
Rules, and at least one of the gentlemen.- named is a member , committee to which thi& resolution might be· referred. 
of. the- Committee on Ways and Means. I think perhaps no :Mr. l\IANN. Exactly. 
ene takes exception, so fa.r as I kn.ow, to the membership of l\Ir . . COOPER. Now, let me ask the gentleman whether we 
the committee. The gentleman from Texas [l\fr. HENRY] did not create a precedent in a case on all fours with this one 
stated that the Republican members of· the committee were when the resolution came up for the appointment of the Ballinger
suggested by myself. That is covrect.. I did not know what Pinchot committee, and the House decided that that com
method might be pursued in the selection of this committee mittee should be elected by the House? When the House so 
when it waB first provided for. I did not kn.ow-- decided, the- Republican majority prom[ltly called a caucus. So 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman suspend? The House did the Democratic minority. No one was more active in the 
will be in order. l\fembers have a tight to hear what is s:µd caucus-of the Republican majority than was the- distinguished.. 
on an important question like this. Those desiring to converse gentleman from Illinois~ now the leader of the minority. That 
will pleru;e: retire te» the cloakrooms. wru; a precep.ent which the gentleman knew about. That was a 

Ur. l\fANN. I take it, Mr. Speaker, that the confusion on. precedent which the- gentleman from Texas [Mr. HENRY] also 
that side of the House comes because gentlemen are endeavor- knew about. The- gentleman from Texas. said he consulted with 
mg to ascertain by conversation and consultation between them- certain. Members en hi. side of the House'--
sell·es whether they be er vote for or against the. motion Mr; MANN. How much time does the gentleman. want? 
w hlch I have offered. Mr: COO PER. He says· " we agreed "--

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. That does not require any consultation, .Mr.~~. Mr: Speaker; I yield to the gentleman. 
discussion, or consideration on this side of the. House. Mr_ OOOPER. .And then. he Eays he came over to this side 

.Mr. ~TN. Very few things receive consideration on that and consulted with the gentleman frem. Illinois [Mr. MANN] 
side of the House, in so far as we are informed in the House. as to the minority member hip. The gentleman from lliinois 
What cons1aeration may be received in caucus no one on this suggested the names of the men :from the minority to go on 
side of the House is able to say. Now, Mr: Speaker, I did sug- this committee TheTe was-· no· caucus. 
gest to _the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HEN:&Y] the minerity The p~ecedent about which the gentleman fL"om Illinois was 
members of this and the steel-investigating committee. When . fully informed was deliberately overlooked',, disregarded, vio
the committees were first provided fOr' and resolutions: were lated by· both the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman 
introduced, I said to gentlemen privately on that side of the from Illinois. [Applause' on the Democratic side.] 
House that I thought these committees ought to be appointed Mr. MANN_ Mr: Speak.er, the precedent cited by the gentle
by the Speaker. When the resolution for the-su-ga.~investigation mnn from Wisconsin i:s"r l think, fafrfy in. point with consider
was passed, the matter was suggested as to whether the so- able force. H-0wever, the Dules of the House have now pro
ca:Tied minority leader- on t1lis- side of the ffouse had the right vided a different method of selecting committees from the 
to · even suggest tlie an.mes of tl'le minority members. I did' natl method formerly provided; by the · rules, and lJ say again that I 
as ume that the minority leader had the right to name members- think it is now quite important that we establish a precedent 
of any- committee. ! took the liberty of: suggesting and re~om- for the selection of committees under the rules. 
mending- to, the gentleman from '11ex?S, at hBJ reqrrestr names of So far as the action taken by myself is concerned, as the 
Republican:. Uembers as minority members of this eommittee, minority leader, I have no apologies to make- for that. At the 
feeling that,,. at least, I had the· equnL right with any Mem- caucus-which unfortunately was not attended by my distin
ber of the House to make a presentation which any l\Iember of . guished friend from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER]-I was given 
th House has. And it is fair to state that the resolution- pro- authority; to select the membership of committees, so far as 
vi.ding for the- election of these committees passed this House recommendations were concerned from the mino1ity side. 
more than a week ago. I do· not know who is authorized to call And yet I should have preferred in this case, as in other cases, 
a caucus of the Demacr:rtic side ot the House, but if speed was tliat the members of committees mfght be selected either by 
intended, and an investigation was intended, even on that side caucus or by the method which I have- now proposed, namely, 
of the House, some gentleman has been derelict in duty· in not that tfiey shall be passed upon by a: select committee of the 
ha.T'ing had a Demoera.tic caucus called: after a; week's time had House, compused both of the majority and the minority. 
ela ped without the selection of a committee. I would have, been quite content to have let the Speaker 

But, l\fr. Speaker, this question is a question for precedents. name tbese special committees. .r have more cenfidence in the 
I do not belie-re it iB advisable or desirable to name: select com- Speaker than the gentlemen on the Democratic side of the 
mittees by any gentleman- in the: House- arising on the: floor and House have. I am willing ta let the Speaker name the minor
offering a resolution which shall be agreed' to as a matter of ity members of the- committees, believing that he will deal 
form l>y the House itself Of course, the resolution is p.rl"vi- fairly. But the majority· of this House-the Democratic 
lege<l. Any l\Iember within a week's time has had the right at side-do not have enough confidence in the Speaker to even let 
any t ime wfien the House is in session to offer a resolution sug- lii:m name the Democratic members of the committees. [Ap
gestlng or nominating the members of tliis-committee~ But some plause on the Republican side.] 
procedure ought to be· agreed upon for the· selection in advance I am willing now to· let this resolution and the names go to 
of election of these committees. Some precedent ought to be a select committee named by the Speaker of the ffouse. Why, 
established' so that Members of the House,. on both sides of the is it possible that the Democratic- Members of the House- dis
Rouse, may know whom to consult an-a. to whom they may sug- trust the man whom we all honor as Speaker of the House; 
gest .Members for committees or opposition to Members named the· man who is Speaker of the :a:ouse as to both sides of the 
on committees_ House, the man whom the Democratic side have hono:red by 

It seems to me that the proper course to pursue when a reso- presenting him and electing him as- Speaker, whom the country 
lution naming a committee is offered in the House, would be is now favorabfy considering as candidate for President? 
that it may be referred, where a special committee is provided [Prolonged apJ>lause and. cheers.] 
for, to a select committee to be named by the Speaker. The Mr. Speaker, the Democratic Party can make. no better 
original propaganda in reference to the ap~ointment of com- selection for its candidate than the present Speaker of this 
mittees by a committee never contemplated that committees House. [Applause.] But is it possible that the Democratic 
should be selected by caucuses. It contemplated that a com- side of the House that is in favor of the election and selection 
mittee on committees might be selected l>y the House in some of our Speaker' as President, where he will have the appoint-
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ment of the great administrative forces of the Government, 
are not proud enough of him to let him select a committee 
which will pass upon the members of a committee of investi
gation? 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speakei·--
The SPEA.KER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 

the gentleman from Massachusetts? 
Mr. .MANX I yield. 
l\ir. MURRAY. May I suggest to the gentleman from 

Illinois that there is one important distinction between the two 
propositions, from the fact that the Speaker has stated that he 
did not want to appoint the committee, whereas he has not said 
he would not accept a nomination for President. [Laughter 
an<l applause.] · 

Mr. MANN. The Speaker has not said that he will accept 
the Democratic nomination for President, but no one who knows 
him believes that he ever shirks a responsibility that is placed 
upon him. [Laughter and applause.] Do you think that if the 
House should authorize him to name the committee that he will 
shirk that responsibility? He has more courage and bravery 
than the whole balance of you on this question. [Laughter and 
applause.] 

Ur. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MANN. I yield. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman from Illi

nois think it probable that when the Speaker is elected Presi
dent of the United States he will confer with a committee as to 
the selection of the members of his Cabinet and other officers 
of the GoT"ernment whom he will have to appoint? 

l\lr. l\lANN. I do not think it is probable that he will ever be 
elected PreRident. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MURRAY rose. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 

the gentleman from Massachusetts? 
Mr. MANN. Yes. 
Mr. MURRAY. Are we justified, Mr. Speaker, in taking the 

declaration of the gentleman from Illinois as an announcement 
of his own candidacy? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not answer that question. 
Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, we have entered upon an era 

of investigation. Numerous resolutions are pending in the 
House for the appointment of investigating committees. It is 
idle to say that every time there is a vacancy on a standing 
committee or a proposed appointment of a special committee a 
caucus shall be called of both sides of this House for the pur
pose of determining the membership of those committees. In a 
short time it would be impossible to obtain anything more than 
a bare quorum of a caucus. 

But if the committee were to be appointed by the Speaker, it 
would be after every Member of the House had the right and 
the opportunity to talk with the Speaker about the membership 
of that committee, and the committee appointed by the com
mittee to pass upon the committee to be elected by the House 
would protect, it seems to me, every position which has been 
taken by the most advanced theorist on the subject of the 
election of committees. 

I think that the proper method is to say that any gentleman 
of the House at any time may offer a resolution for the ap
pointment of the special committee which has been provided for 
by the House and have that resolution referred to a special 
committee, if the House is not willing in the first instance. as I 
am willing, to trust the appointment of the original committee 
to the Speaker. But gentlemen having commenced the plan of 
electing committees by the House have been tender on the 
subject. They know very well that the caucus selection of 
committees by the Democratic side of the House was only made 
possible without a row by unfa irly increasing the membership 
of the big committees and taking the increase for themselves. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

l\lr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [i\Ir. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER. .Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois 
spoke of the fact that I did not attend a caucus called by Re
publicans at the opening of this session. 

Mr. l\IANN. I did not do it invidiously. 
Mr. COOPER. Certainly not. I understand that. l\Ir. 

Speaker, I did not attend that caucus because I anticipated that, 
among other things, it might take some such action as that nar
rflted by the gentlemau from I11inois, to wit, conferring upon him 
the power to select the Representatives from this side of the· 
House on select committees. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COOPER. Yes, I yield. 
Mr. BOWMAN. I would like to ask why the gentleman did 

not attend tliat caucus to determine whether or not he might 
not, with others present in that caucus, have pewer to take 
some other action? 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman comes from Penn
sylv:cia, and I can well understand why the sacredness of a 
caucus appeals to him. [Laughter and applause.] I will, with 
pleasure, answer his question. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a fundamental difference between a 
caucus and a conference. At a meeting caUed as a caucus those 
in attendance are considered as pledging themselves in advance 
to abide by the decision of the caucus majority, whatever that 
may be, and at the risk, if disobedient; of being branded as a 
violator of plighted faith and a party "bolter." But this is not 
true of a conference, a meeting which Representatkes are free 
to attend, with eT"ery desire to do what is best for their party, 
but free, also, after it is over, to vote in the House as they 
believe, under their oaths, will be best for the country. 

I will attend u conference and discuss policies, principles, 
and methods with my party associates, and I have no doubt 
that in a very large majority of instances I will vote as the 
majority may decide, but I will not go to a caucus and be un
derstood as absolutely binding myself in advance to vote on the 
floor of the House as· a majority of the caucus may dictate. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COOPER. Just a minute. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. COOPER. Well, Mr. Speaker, if my time can be ex

tended I will be very glad later to yield. When we had before 
us the famous emergency currency bill--

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Speaker, while the gentleman is talking 
about the other matter; will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin declined to 
yield. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I do not desire that he should leave the 
question--

Mr. COOPER. Oh, the gentleman need feel no anxiety about 
my leaving his question. I will answer it, if I can. If I can 
not, I will say so. But I can answer this question. When the 
famous emergency currency bill--

Mr. BOWMAN. Oh, you are some distance from the subject 
now. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will be 
in order. The gentleman from Wisconsin declines to yield. 

Mr. COOPER. I do not know what the complaint is that the 
gentleman has, Mr. Speaker; but it is serious. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question now? 
Mr. COOPER. No; not now for a question. 
Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. COOPER. I might yield for an answer, if the gentleman 

would tell us what ails him. [Laughter.] I will ask the gen
tleman please to let me proceed for three minutes . 

.Mr. Speaker, to recur to the emergency currency bill, for it 
was while that bill was pending that the Republican majority 
deliberately and expressly recognized the difference between a 
caucus and a conference. We heard more than once on this 
floor during the last Congress that certain lembers on this side 
of the House violated a caucus decree on thnt bill. and thnt that 
was one of the reasons why they were afterwards punished. 
The gentleman who made the speech repeated th:it statement 
seYeral times. But the fact is that there was no caucus on that 
bill, but only a conference. The resolution presented by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRINCE], still a .Member of the 
House-I have a copy of it-provided in expre s terms that 
the meeting should not be a caucus an"d that any Ilepresentative 
in attendance upon that conference had the right to reserve to 
himself perfect freedom of action on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gent leman ha s expired. 
Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman fiT"e minutes more. 
Mr. COOPER. And so every man present at that Republican 

conference-originally called as a conference and expressly 
declared to be a conference by the vote of the meeting itself
reserved to himself the right to vote as he thought might be 
best for his party and for the country. And yet, Mr. Speaker, 
it was during the last Congress asserted on this floor that that 
meeting was a caucus, and that for not voting in the Ilouse as 
the caucus dictated Members bad made themselves amenable 
to the power of the Speaker, and for that reason, among others, 
had been by him justly punished. That punishment and the 
reasons assigned for it make clear the difference b<"tween a 
caucus and a conference. Men held that to be a can~us, and 
assigned as a reason for the removal of men from committees 
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that they must be punished because they had disregarded- a 
caucus decree. 

As I have said, I will not pledge myself in advance to vote 
in the House as a caucus may dictate. 

Mr. BOWMAN rose. 
Mr. COOPER. One moment, I can not reconcile attendance 

upon a caucus, as so understood, with the oath we all take as 
Representatives: 

You do solemnly swear that you will support and defend the Consti
tution of the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; 
that you will bear true faith and allegiance to the same; that you take 
this obligation freely, with@ut any mental reservation or purpose of 
evasion ; and that to the best of your ability you will well and faith-

. fully discharge the duties of the office upon which you are about to 
enter, so help you God. 

Think of a man taking an oath like that before God and his 
country, and then pledging himself in advance to vote as the 
caucus tells · him to vote--

Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COOPER. His conscience may say no, his constituents 

may say no, his better judgment may be outraged, yet the caucus 
says vote it, and so he votes it. But does he keep his oath 
well and faithfully to discharge the duties of his office? No 
man, not even the gentleman from Pennsylvania, can defend the 
practice. Conferences, not caucuses, should be called for pur
poses of deliberation by the Members of the House of Ilepre
sen ta ti ves. 

Mr. BOW.l\1AN. Will the gentleman yield? [Laughter.] 
Mr. COOPF~. With pleasure. 
Mr. BOWMAN. I will state to the gentleman that though 

a new Member of this House I attended that caucus, for 
information, as I believe a new Member should. I will say 
further that, though a Member from Pennsylvania, I represent 
as independent a district and am as independent a Representa
tive as the gentleman who bas spoken. Now, further to the 
question at issue. At that caucus there was a vote taken upon 
the question at issue, whether or not one man or a committee 
should select the e committees, and though a new Member I 
spoke in favor of the selection of the committees by a com
mittee. There was an election taken, and the result was 33 to 

· 72, as I recall it. There was a number, I am informed, of tho~e 
who call themselves progressives, I believe, who refused to 
attend the conference or caucus or whatever it may have been 
called. That would have made 50 who would have been in 
favor of a more general representation of the people. If those 
men had been present there would have been 50 to 72. There 
might have been some men on the fence who possibly would 
have been influenced to vote for what might be called the more 
progressive feature, if those who would have voted with us had 
been present, and we might then have had an opportunity of 
avoiding this controversy and waste of time which is taken 
up by this controversy. 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman misunderstands my position 
entirely. I do not doubt that caucuses i;;ometimes declare for 
what would be best for the country, but I am unwilling abso
lutely to bind myself in advance to do what the caucus may 
dictate. 

Frequently the decision of a caucus represents the judgment 
not of a majority, but only of a minority of the whole body. 
Let me give an illustration. Suppose there were only 100 
Members of this House, 51 Republicans and 49 Democrats. 
Suppose that upon some new and important proposition the 
Republicans are divided, 26 in favor and 25 against. Suppose 
that the 49 Democrats also are against. Then, suppose that the 
26 Republicans call a caucus and that all of the Republicans 
attend. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
bas again expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes more to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. COOPER. I am under great obligations to the gentle
man. I will conclude in less time than that, I think. Twenty
six Republicans, forming a Republican majority, call a caucus. 
Every man attending it is under party rule and binds himself 
in advance to obey the caucus decree. Those 26 dictate how 
the 25 other Republicans shall vote. The 51 go into the House 
of Representatives and overwhelm the 49 Democrats, but it is 
not a majority of the representatives of the people which is 
legislating for the country; it is a small minority of 26 out of 
100. This is legislation by caucus. · 

Ours is a Government of majorities, under the Oonstitution 
and the laws, but a government by caucus is very frequently 
government by a minority. 

I have thus indicated the reason why I did not attend the 
caucus spoken of by the gentl.;man from Illinois. The gentle
man who called that caucus knew what "caucus" meant. I 

did not attend it. As a Representative in Congress my duty 
is to the whole country, and I can not consent to surrender my 
individual judgment and my vote to a party caucus. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle

man from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT]. 
Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the motion 

proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, because I believe of 
the three methods which have been discussed to-day for the 
selection of this committee that proposed by him is preferable. 
The action that we take upon this resolution is important, for, 
in all probability, it will create a precedent to be follewed in 
the future. The three methods which have been proposed are, 
first, the motion of the gentleman from Texas [1\.Ir. HENBY] 
nominating this committee, and if that resolution shall be 
adopted in that form we will have the precedent created that 
in the future whenever a committee reports a resolution for 
the creation of a select committee, the chairman of that com
mittee shall have the right and authority to nominate mem
bers of the committee. 

Now, I am opposed to that method, and it seems so clear 
that that ought not to be the method followed by the House 
as to require no argument. We all see readily the embarrass
ment of Members in the House, even though they have the 
right to amend, to offer amendments, unless there shall be a 
secret ballot, to nominations made by the chairman of any 
committee. 

The second method is that of the selection by the majority 
and minority caucuses. Mr. · Speaker, upon such a resolution 
as this I am opposed to the selection of committees by a caucus 
of either party. What political question is there involved in 
this resolution? If the Sugar Trust is violating the laws of 
this country, if additional legislation is necessary, are not 
Republicans as much in favor of that legislation as Democrats 
are? What political question is involved? 

l\fr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 

to the gentleman from Kentucky? 
Mr. LENROOT. I do. 
.l\Ir. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman think that this special 

committee is so different from other special committees that 
a different rule shall pertain to the method of selecting its 
personnel? 

Mr. LENROOT. I will say this, that as to a select com
mittee having to do with matters of very great importance to 
the country, I think it is just as important, if the standing 
committees are to be elected by the House, that such select 
committees should also be elected by the Hou80. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The point I want to bring the gentleman's 
attention to is this, Is the work of this committee so freed of 
any partisan bias as to relieve it of any rule that might apply to 
other committees? Now, I want the gentleman, when he is dif
ferentiating between the various committees, to indicate what 
select committees be think;,s ought to be appointed by an elec
tion and what ones should not; and I would like him also, in 
that connection, to say whether he considers the rule of the 
House providing for the appointment of select committees by 
the Speaker should be abrogated or not. 

l\Ir. LENROOT. Oh, if this were a special committee hav
ing to do, .for example, with the investigation of the tariff 
question, involving two great theories of government, that 
would be a committee where I would say the political questions 
are involved; but not in a case like this. 

l\Ir. SHERLEY. Does not the gentleman conceive that there 
have been, and may be now, such political differences as to the 
t-reatment of trusts and as to the effect of the tariff on the for
mation of trusts as to present just such a case as he is sug
gesting in the case of the sugar investigation? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman five min

utes more. 
Mr. LENROOT. I would be glad if the gentleman from Ken

tucky [Mr. SHERLEY] would discuss that in his own time. 
Now, I was stating, when I was interrupted, that I ~aw no 

possible political question involved in this resolution. If that 
be so, then it ought not to be a subject of political caucus action. 

The third proposition is the one now before the House, pro
posed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], for the 
appointment of a select committee by the Speaker of the 
House, which shall nominate to the House the members of this 
committee. If this is adopted it wµI. be an action by the House 
duly empowering-not as a political matter, but embodying the 
action of the House as a whole-the creation of a committee to 
make nominations to the House. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that upon this question, if we are to go on here assuming _that 
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these questions must be decided by caucus action upon one side 
or the other, we will not represent the country as this House 
ought to represent it. And to you gentlemen of the majority, 
if you shall proceed in the way that you are pointing now, I 
prophesy that you will be stranded upon the rocks if you will 
rest your case upon caucus action instead of considering these 
questions upon their merits, regardless of whether they ari.Re 
upon one side of this aisle or upon the other. [Applause.] 

Yesterday afternoon, just before adjournment, Mr. Speaker, 
we heard a great many gentlemen upon the other side of the 
aisle protesting against the resolution of the gentleman from 
Texas. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] used 
this language : 

I protest now, Mr. Speaker, in the name of the American people, that 
such policy as is now being inaugurated is an-Democratic and un
American. 

Yet a little less than an hour ago we beard the same gentle
man advocating the withdrawal of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SISSON] and the adoption 
of this pending resolution. l\.Ir. Speaker, if that proposition 
was un-Democratic and un-American last night, is it any less so 
to-day? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The gentleman from Missouri said further that while he 
thought there was a mistake committed yesterday, "Let us go 
ahead and sin no more," thus admonishing his colleagues upon 
that side. But I want to remind the gentleman from Missouri 
[l\fr. SHACKLEFORD] that his side has not sinned as yet. No 
one has voted upon this proposition. No error has been com
mitted yet. It is for you to say whether you will adopt what 
the gentleman from .Missomi says is an an-American and un
Democratic proposition. or whether you shall vote for the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [:\Ir. 
MANN]. It is not too late. You have not yet sinned. You 
have not committed any error as yet. The question is, Are 
you going to do so? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

l\Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
man from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON]. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAM
SON] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Not that he is on my side. [Laughter.] 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I am very much obliged to 

the djstinguished leader of the minority for this courtesy. I 
can not support bis proposition in this matter, and I am sorry 
to say I can support him in nothing else which he presents in 
his capacity as minority leader. Personally he is a very lov
able and genial gentleman and does what is right. As n 
minority leader he is a most skillful attorney, managing their 
case, and not trying to harmonize and lead the Democracy to 
success, but endeavoring to minister to their dissensions and 
confus1on. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ADAMSON. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I want to know whether the 

reasons the gentleman mentions were the reasons why the 
gentleman from Illinois recognized the· gentleman from 
Georgia? 

:Mr. MANN. I might be glad to recognize the gentleman 
from Oklahoma if he co.uld do as well. 

Mr. ADA:\1SON. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the reply of 
the gentleman from Illinois, bat I have no doubt that it was 
appropriate. When the House adjourned yesterday evening 
I was claiming recognition by the Chair, and I felt like I was 
pregnant with celestial fire. I was cut off by adjournment 
and the speech died within me, and you no doubt kriow from 
experience how it feels to be done that way. It may be that 
if delivery had been permitted it would have been something 
less brilliant than stars, suns, and heavenly constellation1:1. 
[Laughter.] 

This morning I listened with great interest to the rnuminating 
debate on this momentous question. I fear now that I will not 
be able to shed much radiance upon it. I did desire to make 
peace when it appeared that war was raging beyond control in 
the majority ranks through the temporary excitement and indis
cretion of some of my sensitive and impulsive Democratic 
friends, feeling that I would like to pour oil on the troubled 
waters. You know that since the dissolution of the Standard 
Oil corpora ti on oil ought to be cheap enough to spread over 
and compose a large expanse of tempestuous waters. 

Mr. Speaker, I did not begrudge the temporary pleasure the 
minority was enjoying from the temporary discord on this side. 
God knows it is the first pleasure they have bad since the extra 
session began. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
ThPy were wise to make the most of it while they could, for 
it was not long before the gentleman :from Illinois came to the 
bat, an.Cl then they relapsed into discord and dissension on their 
side of the House. [Laughter on the Democratic side.) 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the precedent which the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER] brings to the attention of the gentle
man from Illinois is, in my judgment, an unhappy one, because 
it proves too much for the present purpose of the gentleman 
from Illinois. The gentleman from Illinois stated to us that 
he was invested by the Republican caucus with the power of 
making these selections himself. The general impression was 
and is that the majority caucus referred to by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin not only selected the members of the Ballinger 
committee for that side of the House, but went far enough to 
advise, revise, and dictate the personnel of those on this side 
of the House-then the minority also-and that would not suit 
the gentleman from Illinois in this emergency. He has good 
ground to object to caucus action, because he is already in
vested with power. Following that precedent would compel the 
Democratic caucus to nominate the entire committee. 

The two gentlemen from Wisconsin do not seem to be dis
posed to favor the caucus because they are opposed to caucus 
action entirely. So the devil himself and 400 Philadelphia 
lawyers could not tell from the discussion what it is they want 
op. that side of the House. [Laughter.] The gentleman from 
Illinois temporarily is willing to renounce the authority with 
which he is invested and to refer it to a special committee. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] would go clear 
back to the beginning of species by electing a committee to 
elect a committee to select a committee subsequently created to 
select another committee, and where would the beginning ever 
be found and when would the investigation be commenced? 
[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Ur. ADAMSON. Certainly. 
Mr. LENROOT. I do not wish the gentleman to be under a 

misapprehension. I am sure that the gentleman wants to be 
right. I am in favor of the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Ur. ADAMSON. With the addition that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin would like to have a committee elected to elect that 
committee and a committee elected to elect that committee and 
a committee elected to elect that committee, and a way on ba.ck 
to the origin of species; when would you e-\er start and when 
would you ever finish? 

Mr. Speaker, what is there in this thing? Simply tllis: A 
Member of this House-there is no controversy a bout that
rises and offers a resolution to appoint a committee. The 
original Democracy was that everybody gathered in mass on 
the plain or under the trees and everybody \ Oted and m·ery
body spoke and everybody acted. What could more perfectly 
carry out the idea actuating the Democrats of electing com
mittees than for a man to get up and say, I move to elect 
this man, and for another to get up and say, I morn to elect 
that one, to offer amendments, or substitutes in whole or in 
part? . 

Any man who does not like these nine is at liberty to offer 
nine others, or to strike out one and offer one other. It is 
free and open. No efforts have been made to cut off amend
ments or debate. Some gentlemen say that Mr. HENRY, the 
gentleman from Texas, as chairman of the Committee on Rules, 
had assumed authority. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
from Texas got the first start and m.ade the first motion, and no 
other Member tried to make the same motion or made any 
other motion, who is to blame for it~ and if he did commit 
an indiscretion, as my good friend Judge SHACKLEFORD suggests, 
was not the remedy suggested by the criticism indulged in here 
worse than the disease? Is it not worse to get up here and 
have a wash day, in the face of the derision of our ancient foes 
on the other side, than it is to submit to that when nobody 
objects to a single name on the list proposed by the resolution? 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] It is dangerous to have 
a wash day in the presence of the Republicans. I do not mean 
to insinuate that they would filch anything as small and insig
nificant as that, but there might be confusion, Mr. Speaker, 
and some of the linen might look dirty enough to appear 
familiar to them, and confusion of ownership might suggest 
identification and appropriation, and we would not like to 
get up troubles of that sort. Let me tell yon the mistake my 
enthusiastic and conscientious and sensitive brethren made 
in jumping too heavily on Brother HE~RY. One time when I 
was leading my young hopeful out by flowery paths and 
woodland ways a lizard ran up on my coat. My little fellow 
hauled off with a brick and hurled ·it a t the lizard. He killed 
the lizard, but it almost killed me. [Laughter.] The correc
tion was too severe for the evil; the treatment W!lS too heroic 
for the disease. It is a " tempest in a teapot,'' " much ado 
about nothing," " great cry and little wool," " ·an fuzz and no 
feathers." Gentlemen made too much noise about the principle 
of tbe thing. Brother SHACKLEFORD was right in the beautiful 
speech he made this morning. It is admitted that all of these 
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are good men; it is admitted that, no matter whom the gentle
man from Texas consulted, ' he offered nine good names. He 
did not consult me, but I forgive him. [Laughter.] It was 
his mistake in judgment. Very often we feel that-other gentle
men fail to exercise sufficient discretion in estimating our 
importance and our consultability, but I do not cherish that. 
· I believe the nearest way and the best way and the wisest 
way out of this is either to vote for these nine or to offer some 
others right here in the open, and if I do not off er to improve 
the list I am going to vote for the list. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] There is no necessity to refer everything to a 
Democratic caucus. The Democrats adopted the program of 
electing the standing committees, not because we were afraid to 
trust CHAMP CLARK with. the naming of them. We did not be
lieve that he would be as tyrannical a czar as the last three 
czars we have had, who were so naughty and bad in this House. 
We believe he would do well and right in every particular, but 
we were afraid when he got to be President that some Democrat 
of less ability and discretion might be Speaker, and could not 
do the job as well. 

The evil aimed at was that the Speaker was, under the old 
plan, accused of packing committees, with a view to controJling 
legislation, and it was alleged · that the favorites assigned to 
good committee places executed the wishes of the Speaker in 
promoting and suppressing legislation. We sought to correct 
that alleged evil by taking from the Speaker the appointment 
of the standing legislative committees. No such reason 'applied 
to the special committees incidentally or by routine raised from 
time to time in transacting the business of the House, so it was 
provided by rule, approved by the Democratic caucus, that 
when not otherwise provided by the House the Speaker should 
appoint special committees. 

Now, in this case the House provided in a resolution that the 
committee of investigation should be elected by the House. 
That is what we are now doing, and if the minority will watch 
us right closely for a few minutes they will see us complete 
the election in fine form and in short order. W1n.en matters 
arise of sufficient importance, involving doubt or difference as 
to their merits, we refer them to the caucus. 

But the Democratic caucus is too valuable an institution for 
us to abuse and weaken it by making it appear too common. To 
invoke its aid on trifling occasions _and insignificant subjects 
might tend to cheapen and disparage its value and dignity. 
We do not .claim that it is exactly sacred, but we .regard it as 
essential to Democratic harmony and success, and we all know 
that they are essential to the political, material, and moral 
salvation of this country. Having completed the promised 
reforms in the organization of the House, tne caucus · will 
rarely be appealed to in the near future except for examining 
and lubricating the steam roller to make sure that it is kept 
in good order for use on an obstreperous minority. They used 
it so much and so indiscreetly before falling from their high 
estate in the majority to shrink into permanent position as 
the minority that it became rickety and disreputable. Several 
times it refused to work at all during the last Congress and 
recoiled on those who manipulated it so unwisely. We have 
repaired it and trained it to respond . to the touch, execute 
good purposes, and run true and smooth to the appropriate 
obliteration of captious and partisan resistance to the people's 
will. · 

I have not meant to intimate that the Sugar Trust is unim
portant The caucus has given it attention and, If necessary, 
will give it more, which will result, we hope, in imprisonment 
of violators of the law, the removal of the differential on re
fined sugar, and a reduction of about 50 per cent in the duty 
on all sugar, thereby doubling the consumption of sugar with
out diminishing the revenue received therefrom for the 
Treasury. -

I do contend, however, that the matter in hand is not of 
sufficient importance or doubt to demand a caucus; An investi
gation has been ordered. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
HENRY], chairman of the committee which reported that reso
lution, regarded it as his duty to suggest a committee, and he 
was right about it. It was his duty to take the initiative, and 
I do not think he did wrong nor merited any criticism in pur
suing the course he adopted. Everybody admits that the 
Members selected and suggested in his resolution are proper 
men for the duty in hand. Their names were proposed to the 
House for selection in an open, legitimate manner, just as any 
Member had a right to offer them. All other Members may 
participate in any way they choose in this election. I think, 
however, it is well to adopt the ad vice of Judge SHACKLEFORD, 
and attend to this matter right now by adopting the origi1ial 

·resolution without regard to the help or hindrance offered from 
the other side. When Democrats are in doubt they will be 

wise to vote contrary to the propositiOns of the minority leader. 
That should become an axiom. If Brother HENRY did make 
any mistake, which I deny, you squeamish Democrats who 
criticize him would commit a greater blunder, if not a crime, 
to follow the misleading and disconcerting advice of the 
minority leader in preference to the counsels of Mr. HENRY. · Now 
is the time to elect this committee, and it has been time for 
almost 24 hours. [Applause.] 

The SP EAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I am mighty sorry. I wish I 

bad an hom. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make this statement, 

especially in view of the fact that the gentleman from Kansas 
[.!\Ir. MADISON], a member of the Committee on Rules, is one 
of the gentlemen recommended by me for selection on this com
mittee, and is not present. No Republican who has been named 
on either of the committees made application to me for appoint
ment on the committee, and no Republican, whether named or 
not named, made application to me for recommendation for 
appointment on the committees, although I discussed the com
mittee membership with such of them as I had a fair oppor
tunity to do. 

Mr. RAINEY rose. -
Mr. MANN. Do I understand my colleague desires to take 

the floor? 
Mr. RAINEY. In my own right. 
Mr. MANN. I understand. I thought possibly the House 

might prefer to have debate close on my motion. Mr. Speaker, 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, as a Democrat I feel under 
profound obligations to the other side of this House to-day. 
',rhey have tendered us many suggestions as to the methods 
we ought to adopt in conducting the business of this House. 
We do not propose to accept any of them, and I am not under 
obligation to the gentlemen on the other side for the various 
suggestions of this character they have so kindly and in such 
a disinterested manner made. But I do feel obligated to them 
because their suggestions compel some of us on this side to 
feel reminiscent. I listened with considerable surprise to the 
ferocious address of the gentleman from Wisconsin [l\Ir. 
CooPEB], and as I listened I remembered another occasion not 
long ago during the life of the last Congress when he stood 
right over. there at the left of the Speaker and subjected 
various Republicans on that side to a species of cross-examina
tion. " What committees did you serve on before you incurred 
the enmity of the Speaker of this House?" "What committees 
are you sening on now? " .And the effect of bis cross-examina · 
tion was to indicate to this side of the House and to the country 
that the Speaker of this House had been given too much 
power; that because certain Members on that side had in
curred his enmity, by virtue of his power to select committees, 
he had as a disciplinary measure deprived them of their prin
cipal committee a-ssignments, and to-day, to my surprise, I 
beard the same gentleman from his seat proclaiming that we 
ought to recur again to the old method of selecting committees; 
that we ought now to permit the Spea1rer of this House to do 
it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

In its last analysis this question seems to have resolved itself 
largely into just a question of ethics. There is no objection on 
either side to the personnel of either of these important investi
gating committees. Everybody admits that good selections have 
been made, and · on this side we are simply insisting, a good 
many of us, that they ought to have been submitted to the Dem
ocratic caucus-the selection, at least, of the Democratic mem
bers. On that side I do not know what you stand for. With 
the greatest pleasure the minority leader acquiesced in the 
selection of these committees, suggesting the Republican mem
bers, as he admits, as I understand it, without consulting any 
of those who were selected, at any rate without being requested 
by any of them and without being requested by anybody else. 
He simply assumed the power of a czar on that side and exer
cised that power in a perfectly Republican manner, in a manner 
against which the people of this country rebelled, and on ac
count of which they repudiated the Republican Party at the 
polls at the last election. On this side the chairman of the Com
mittee on Rules consulted, as he says, an,d as I believe and all 
of us believe, 150 Members or so, and finally suggested the very 
excellent committee which it is proposed now to elect. The 
trouble with the gentleman from Wisconsin is, and the trouble 
with most of those Members who wish to be called insurgent 
l\Iembers is, they thunder tremendously in the index, but when 
it comes to the essentials upon which the Republican Party 
stands,:-and they were overwhelmingly defeated on the essen-
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tials at the last election-they are always with the Republican 
Party, and in it with both feet. 

Now, 've do not care anything about the difference between 
a conference and a caucus. As I understand the difference, as 
explained by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER], it is 
this: You can go into a conference and you are not bound by 
the action of the conference. You can go into a caucus and you 
are bound by it. In other words, . the gentleman from Wis
consin and some of his associates can go into a conference on 
that side, discuss what they ought to do, and they can come out 
if they want to and vote against the majority of their party, 
and then they C'an go back to their constituents and get the 
votes of many Democrats and an the near Democrats because 
they insist they are standing for Democratic principles, and 
they get the votes of the Republicans because they insist that 
at the bottom, although they have made a big fuss about some 
absolutely immaterial question, at the bottom of it all they 
stand with the Republicans, and therefore these gentlemen in 
those near-Democratic districts come back to Congress and hold 
their places here. Why, as the result of the fight we had dur
ing the last session of Congress an unfriendly feeling devel
oped on that side. It all grew out of the power of the Speaker 
to appoint committees, and the Speaker went to New York or 
Boston and is reported in the papers as saying some things that, 
at least, sounded unkind about the insurgent Members of this 
House. I refer to. the former Speaker of this House. 

He said that they were in rebellion; that there was not at 
that time a coherent majority in the House; that they were in 
rebellion; that they ought not be shot, as that was too honor
~qle a death, but that they ought . to be hung, because they 
were traitors. And we find these two gentlemen from Wiscon
sin standing here to-day advocating the very policies they 
branded and held out to the country that they were opposed to 
d_uring the last session of Congress. There are no insurgent 
~embers any longer. You are all together, and we know it. 

This pretended fight over there can not divide the Democrats 
on this side. We are in favor of caucuses. We realize the fact 
that we are in a transition period at the present time, so far 
as the selection of committees is concerned. The Democrats 
have given to the Ways and Means Committee of this House 
the right to nominate the majority members of all the stand
ing committees of the House, and we have brought those recom
mendations before a Democratic caucus; and I do not divulge 
secrets when I s~y that that Democratic caucus was more 
harmonious than any Republican caucus has been for the last 
10 years. 

Let me assure you, gentlemen, that there are no divisions 
on this side. We are not trying to get apart on this side. We 
are trying to get together, and the only discussion here has 
been a discussion as to what we can do that will enable us 
to get closer to the people. That is the discussion on this side. 
You have not any discussion of that kind on your side. 

The minority leader admits and proclaims here most vigor
ously-and no one can proclaim more vigorously than he
that he is in favor of the method of selecting committees which 
in its last analysis gives to the Speaker the right to do it. 
Why, as a result of your pretended controversies on this mat
ter last fall, we swept the country and our candidates were 
elected in order to get rid of a party which gave too much 
power to the Speaker. We are not going to follow your advice 
in that particular or in any other particular at the present 
1;ime. [Applause on the Democratic side.] We have no trouble 
here in ge.tting together. Those of you who were Members of 
the Sixty-first Congress remember the dissensions in that Con
gress which led to the Republican defeat ii\ the last election. 

And you new Members know why you are here. You are 
here because of dissensions in Republican ranks. The ques
tion submitted to you now is not a . question of ethics, but the 
question submitted to-day is whether or not we will sustain the 
action of a Democratic committee of this House. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Speaker-- . 
The SPEAKER. -Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

R..um:Y] yield to the gentleman from Missouri? 
Mr. RAINEY. I will 
Mr. BOOHER.. Did not the gentleman from Texas expressly 

disclaim that his resolution was the result of the action of the· 
Committee on Rules, and that he presented it here on his own 
individual motion and initiative? 

Mr. RAINEY. I heard the statement made by the gentleman 
from Texas, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Rules, and I heard him say that be consulted. a great many 
Members, at least 150 on this side, in arriv_ing at the conclu-
11ion as to who ought to be the Democratic members on that 
committee, but on that side the minority leader consulted none. 

l\fr. BOOHER. Now, the gentleman has said that the dis
tinguished chairman has consulted 150 Democrats. He saicl 
that on the floor, but it is not in the RECOBD. 

Mr. RAINEY. I did not read the REcOBD. 
Mr. BOOHER. I have. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. If the gentleman will yield for a 

minute, I said that I consulted all the Democrats I could 
conveniently reach about this resolution, and, from first to last, 
in discussing 'the resolution and the personnel of the committee, 
I think I talked to at least 150, but to be conservative I put it 
"a ireat many of them," and I bad no desire to overlook any 
Members. And there was no intention on my part of trying to 
assume any authority. I was simply endeavoring to settle this 
in behalf of the Democratic Party, and, therefore, in behalf of 
the country. 

Mr. BOOHER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY] 
was stating that he was in favor of supporting the action of a 
Democratic committee. However, this motion does not come 
from the C1A>mmittee on Rules, according to the statement of 
the gentlemen from Texas [M.r. HENBY] himself, the chairman 
of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. RAINEY. I heard no protest from the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to the 

gentleman from Wisconsin? 
Mr. RAINEY. I will. 
Mr. LENROOT. I was greatly interested in the gentleman's 

observations as to selection of committees. I would like to 
know if he voted for the Democratic rule providing that all 
Democratic committees shall be appointed by the Speaker unless 
otherwise ordered by the House? 

Mr. RAINEY. I voted for the rules adopted by this House. 
Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman knows that is one of the 

rules? 
Mr. RAINEY. I voted for and suppo ted the idea that the 

Democratic members of the Committee on Ways and Means 
should make recommendations to this caucus, and I supported 
and voted for the principle that, upon the question of selecting 
standing committees of this House, so far as . the Democratic 
Members were concerned, the Democratic caucus should prevail. 

We beJieve in caucuses on this side. It is the way to bring 
about united Democratic action. We believe if 10 or 12 
Members on this side of the House are not in accord with the 
rest of them, are not in accord with the other 200 and more, 
that the other 200 or more that attend that caucus come 
nearer being the Democratic Party than the 10 or 12 who do 
not agree with them, and so we all get together. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Now, on account of your personal interests, you Republican 
insurgents who come from the Northwest, including both 
gentlemen from Wisconsin, you proceed upon the theory that 
you must keep up the pretense of opposing vigorously the action 
of your party in nonessentials. We gave you the opportunity
the Committee on Ways and Means did-of acting as a sepa
rate organization in this House. We were willing at any 
time to recognize you and appoint from your number the 
minority members to which you are entitled. Although you 
opposed vigorously ·the old method of selecting members of 
these committees, you crawled back into the Republican caucus 
and abided by the result of that caucus, and without protest 
you let the minority leader suggest the Republican member
ship of all committees and of this particular committee. You 
are not objecting here even now. The trouble with the in
surgent Republican Members of this House is that they are 
simply :fighting to get Democratic votes and near-Democratic 
votes. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 
Mr. LENROOT. I want to ask the gentleman whether he is 

aware that his Democratic rules now provide for the appoint
ment of select committees by the Speaker? 

Mr. RAINEY. Well, the Democratic caucus proposes here
after in important matters to select the select committees, and 
if they are selected by the Speaker, the Speaker having al
ready taken his position on that question, he will do it after 
consultation with the Democratic caucus. 

Now, I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON]. 
Mr. ADAMSON. A few minutes ago, while the gentleman 

from Missouri [Mr. BooHER] was on the floor, I· wanted to ask 
a question. There seems to be a difficulty about a di:!'ference in 
terms without any difference in substarn~e. I want to suggest 
to the gentleman that as I understand the statement of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. HENRY] it is that after consulta-
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tion he offered this resolution as a Representative of the 
eleYenth district of Texas, but that he does and did know that 
all the members of his committee indorsed the resolution and 
agreed with him about it 

~fr. RAINEY. I thank the gentleman for his suggestions in 
this connection. 

Now, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT], who inter
rupted me a while ngo, gave to the Democrats some excellent 
advice. He advised them, in effect, if I understood his advice, 
that the Democratic Party would go on the rocks if they_ de
pended upon caucus action. He further advised us that it is 
not yet too late for us to change our opinion and return to the 
old system which he himself denounced during the last Con
gress. We do not intend to do it. We intend that the majority 
shall continue to rule. 

These investigating committees are not important, in view of 
the recent decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
I do not believe under the present law, as construed by the 
Supreme Court, that the time will ever come when the Supreme 
Court of the United States will hold that any other corporation 
than the Standard Oil organization is in "unreasonable" re
straint of trade. Tl1ere are no teeth in this resolution we are 
considering now. I know there are no teeth in it, because it 
seems to meet with the unanimous approval of the Republican 
side of this House. 

I want to say to gentlemen on the other side that there 
'Yill come a ti.me in the future-if this special committee finds 
that it can not investigate things which the people of this 
country want inyestigated-I say there will come a time when 
there will be an investigation that will have teeth in it, and we 
do not expect to have it receive the support of the minority 
members of the Committee on Rules or the minority members 
of any other committee in this Honse. We propose on this side 
to investigate the thieYes who are at the head of the Sugar 
Trust, and I am afraid yon can not do it ·under this resolution. 
The onJy thing that this resolution does is · to . find out, after 
taking m;dence, whether or not there is a trust and suggests 
means of prosecuting it, to inyestigate the evidence which 
everybody knows already exists. This investigation ought not 
to last very long, and its results, in view of the recent action of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, will not be important. 

I have been something of a prosecutor on this floor, in Sugar 
Trust matters, and I want to corroborate what the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] stated when he said that he 
furnished me with much important material which I used 
in my speeches, although he represents that district in New 
York in which is located a great plant for sugar refining. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Arbuckle plant. 
l\Ir. RAI~'EY. Yes; the Arbuckle plant. I have made a 

number of speeches on this tloor in relation to this matter. 
We all know there 1s a Sugar Trust We all know and the 
country knows that the directors of that Sugar Trust stole 
from the Go•ernment thousands of dollars a day for years. 
The country knows it because the directors have admitted that 
they did it. They admitted that they kept in their Wall Street 
office a set of books bound in red and another set in black ; 
one set representing the incorrect weights on the Government 
scales and the other set representing the correct weights on 
the city scales. So they knew every day how much they had 
stolen, and they knew when they had stolen the $5,000,000, of 
which they refunded a part. The entire country knew it, and 
the country knows that the period for prosecuting these mil
lionaire Sugar Trust directors, who are no longer merely 
millionaire directors but millionaire thieves, will end in No~ 
Tember, 1912, when the statute of limitations becomes a com
plete bar, and while the present Attorney General of the United 
States still occupies his position. 

I have not introduced any Sugar Trust resolution at this 
session because I have appeared so vigorously on this floor 
in the role of a prosecutor of the Sugar Trust, but if this 
investigation does not take the direction of bringing out evi
dence as to who these millionaire thieves are .that stole the 
money, I propose myself to introduce a resolution, and haYe a 
Democratic caucus pass upon it as to whether or not it ought 
to be submitted to this House, and" a committee appointed 
under it to investigate the stealing by these thieves. That is 
what we are after. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAINEY. I will yield to the gentleman. 
l\Ir. SI.MS. Then, as I understand the gentleman, this reso

lution is in the nature of an exploratory investigation and not 
of much importance? 

Mr. RAI:ft.."'EY. I understand this investigation is for the pur
pose of ascertaining whether there is a Sugar Trust, the effect it 
has upon sugar in raising prices, its effect in crushing out com-

petitors, and for the purpose of suggesting remedies and 
amendments to laws now on the statute book in order to reach 
this trust · 

Ur. SIMS. Why not amend it so as to get what the. gen
tleman from Illinois desires? 

l\Ir. RAINEY. The resolution has been adopted by this 
House. We are now selecting a committee to investigate under 
the resolution, and that is all. 

Mr. SI.MS. I do not see any use in having two investiga
tions if one will do the work. 
. Mr. RAINEY. If this does the work it is satisfactory. If 
it does not do the work, I will introduce another resolution 
and insist upon getting at the bottom of the Sugar Trust 
thefts. 

Mr. SIMS. Then I tmdersta.nd this is only an exploratory 
resolution. 

l\Ir. RAINEY. It does not purport to be merely that; it 
purports to be what I have stated. 

Mr. McGUIRE of 0k1'lhoma. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAINEY. It may be broad enough to investigate these 

thefts. I sincerely hope it will. If it is not broad enough there 
will be a resolution introduced that will be broad enough. I 
now yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I understood the gentleman n. 
moment ago to state that everybody knew there was a Sugar 
Trust, and that there was no question but that there was a 
Sugar Trust--

1\fr. RAINEY. I will make an exception--
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma.. And later there will be a reso

lution introduced with teeth in it to investigate the thieves at 
the head of that trust. 

Mr. R.AI1'TEY. Yes; I did say that. 
Mr. l\IcGIDRE of Oklahoma. If the gentleman knows there 

is a Sugar Trust, and if at some time there is going to be a 
resolution introduced that will mean something, why not in
troduce a resolution now that will mean something? 

l\Ir. RAINEY. Oh, I will make an exception in favor of 
the gentleman from Oklahoma. Perhaps he does not know 
there is ::t Sugar Trust. I am not responsible for the things 
the gentleman from Oklahoma does not know, thank God. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Well, the gentleman from 
Oklahoma did not say--

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 
l\Ir . .McGUillE of Oklahoma. The gentleman from Oklahoma 

did not say that he did or did not know that there was a Sugar 
Trust 

Mr. RAINEY. Does the gentleman know it? 
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I do not know anything about 

it I believe there is, and I think I know as much about it n.s 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

l\Ir. RAINEY. Well, a great many Members of Congress 
have, during a long period of service, been studying this ques
tion, but the gentleman from Oklahoma is the only man I have 
ever heard who is willing to admit that after serving here for 
eight years he does not know anything about it We are not 
going on the rocks--

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman permit 
another question? 

Ur. RAINEY. Yes. 
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. If the gentleman knows it, 

why does he not introduce his important resolution or his reso
lution which he states will baye teeth in it now without delay? 
I am just as anxious to have the Sugar Trust investigated as. 
anybody, not excepting the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. RAINEY. I thank the gentleman for his conversion to 
Democratic ideas and ideals. 

l\Ir. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Is that a conversion? 
l\Ir. RATh"'EY. And I hope it will last long enough so that 

he can help us get some of these fellows in jail who ought to 
be there. Submit one of your own to investigate the Sugar 
Trust, if it is in harmony with the Republican principles for 
which you stand. [Applause on the Democratic side.] If it is 
a resolution with plenty of teeth in it, I will support it most 
vigorously upon this floor. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I would submit one, if I be
lieved for a moment that the gentleman would support any
thing coming from this side, no matter how meritorious. 

Mr. RAINEY. Oh, I seldom see anything meritorious com
ing from that side, and I never have seen anything with real 
merit come from the gentleman from Oklahoma. [Applause 
and laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. McGIDRE of Oklahoma. I am not responsible for the 
many things that the gentleman does not see and the many 
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good things that the gentleman does not underst~nd. [Applause Mr. RAINEY. Well, it looks to me like · the sentiment of 
on the Republican side.] this House is in favor of a Democratic caucus hereafter being 

Mr. RAINEY. Well, you can not see something that is not consulted in the matter of selecting the majority members of 
there. Now, we are not going to go upon the rocks, and the important special committees. 
gentleman from Wisconsin need have no fear on that point. In Mr. SHERLEY. I just wanted to get the gentleman's posi-
future the sentiment seems to be unanimous on this side of the tion plainly stated. 
House to submit matters of this kind to a Democratic caucus. Mr. RAINEY. The gentleman has a right to his conclusions 
I hope not to a Ways and Means Committee, which is already in the same matter. I only speak for myself, and my judg
burdened with too much work. Gentlemen may expect that to ment is not any better and usually not as good as the. gentle
occur in the future, and those gentlemen on that side who are man's-- · 
congratulating themselves upon a division in the ranks on this Mr. SHERLEY. I thank the gentleman for his compliment, 
side will find this side, I think, marching· solidly shoulder to but I simply wanted to get the gentleman's position accurately 
shoulder at the present time and at all times in the future under stated. 
Democratic banners. [Applause on the Democratic side.] We Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
propose, after having given out this warning to the chairmen of Mr. RAINEY. With pleasure. 
all committees of this House, after having given this warning Mr . .MANN. Th~ gentleman speaks with considerable au-
on thiis floor, to support this most excellent re olution [applause thority on that side of the House and I have the greatest re
on the Democratic side] and to put it through. You have not spect for his opinion. He has stated how in the future select 
found any fault whatever with the Democratic members on this committees would be appointed through a Democratic caucus. 
committee as proposed by this resolution, and we have not l\lr. RAINEY. I have given my opinion in reference to it; 
found any fault with them either, and we have not found any that is all, I will say to my colleague. 
fault with the Republican members, and I have not liea1·d any Mr. MANN. I understand; but I think the gentleman speaks 
Member on that side find any fault with them. We haYe occu- with .considerable authority. I wish to ask, so that we may 
pied now many hours in the discussion of this question, and not get into this condition again about the proposition, whether 
we propose now to support this re olution because it is ten- he thought that same condition would apply to the appoint
dered by a chairman of an important committee of this House. ment of conference committees. The rule in reference to select 
If we had any fault to find with any of these member ' you committees and conference committees is the same rule. The 
need not be afraid, any of you, we would make the motion on gentleman intimated perhaps hereafter select committees 
this floor to amend this resolution and to submit the name of would be selected by the Democratic caucus. Will the confer
some one else. If you have any fault to find with it, why do you ence committees also be selected by a Democratic conference? 
not do the same thing, but you say this committee must be Mr. RAINEY. I do not care to discuss that phase of it. The 
selected by a special committee here of 15. To be appointed how? question may come on some time in the future, but the im· 
By the Speaker of the House, an indirect way of having this portant question now from the standpoint of Democrats who 
committee selected by the Speaker, an indirect way of doing have just won a tremendous victory at the polls, the important 
that which has been most overwhelmingly repudiated by the thing now is to stand together shoulder to shoulder in this 
people at the polls. House [applause on the Democratic side], and prove to the 

We are electing them now from the floor. Hereafter we will country that although we may differ here in matters of ethics 
elect the Democratic members of committees from this floor, that when it comes to action the Democratic Party is united. 
and we will do it after submitting the whole question to a We do not propose to go upon the rocks. You did that in the 
Democratic caucus of this House. Then we will come in and last Congress by not being united. We are united now, and I 
elect them. That is the way we propose to do it in the future simply suggest, it is my opinion only, that we proceed now to 
in important matters, just as we select now members of stand- elect this committee, the personnel of which is all right. [Ap-
ing committees and-- plause on the Democratic side.] 

l\Ir. SIMS. Will the gentleman permit a question? The personnel of the committee is all rio-ht. The methods to 
Mr. RAINEY. The gentleman who interrupts me now has ~ 

contributed much in this House-more than any other one be adopted hereafter we can determine when the time comes, 
man-to bring about the presenLstate of facts with reference to and, speaking for myself, I can say I do not believe it will be 
the selection of standing committees. [Applause on the Demo- done in this manner. I know the difficulties the chairman of a 
cratic side.] committee has in suggesting appointments to any committee. I 

Mr. SI.MS. I want to say, simply, that I heartily agree with have had some experience myself, and I want to compliment the 
what the gentleman is saying, and I hope the assurances the distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. HENRY], the chair
gentleman gives will be literally carried out. But how can the man of the Committee on Rules, for the excellent selections. he 
gentleman, myself, or anybody else prevent gentlemen getting up has made for the Democratic side of this committee. Now, I 
on the floor of the House and making a suggestion, by way of a do not desire to take up more time, and I yield the balance of 
motion, as to what men shall go on committees and force a whatever time I may have left to the gentleman from Alabama 
vote, if it is a matter of privilege? [l\fr .. UNDERWOOD]. [Applause on the Dem?cratic side.] 

Mr. RAINEY. we may not be able to prevent it, but we . Mr. ~'D.E1:WO~J?· Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask how much 
expect to select these important committees in caucus here- tlllle there is 1 ~~am,mg. . . . . 
after· and I notice that those Members on this side of the Tbe SPEAKER. There are 20 mmutes remammg. The gen-
Hous~ and Members on that side who have opposed the reso- I tleman from Alabama_ is recognized for 20 min~tes. 
lution of the chairman of the Rules Committee have almost Mr. Ul\TDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I do not mtend to take up 
universally been those Members who are in favor of permitting the. "?me of the H?u~e to an~ great ext~nt. I will say the 
the Speaker to select the committees. But just at the present positi?n of the ID:aJon~ of this House with refer~nce to the 
time they happen to be in the minority on this side, and I sele~~on of committees is cl~arly and full~ defined m the. n~les 
thought they were in the minority on that side but they do not of this House adopted by it on the motion of the maJonty. 
seem to be. ' The Democratic Party stands for the selection of the standing 

l\Ir. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? committe~s ~ this House .by the House, and so . far as this 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman party act10n is concerned, it stands for the selection of those 

from Kentucky? committees by a party caucus recommended by one of the stand-
Mr. RAINEY. I do. ing committees of the House. ' 
Mr. SHERLEY. If I understood that gentleman rightly, he- . Now, as to the special committees o~ the Ho.use, it would 

speaking for himself and, as he believes, voicing the sentiment of sllllply be absurd ~o say that every special -committee that this 
this side of the House-states that the present rule which House has to appomt shall be selected by the House. [Applause 
makes it the duty of the Speaker to appoint select co~ittees on the Democratic side.] The rules we have adopted recognize 
will be abrogated, so that they will be selected by the Hous~ ~hat absurdi~y. Do you want the House to .stop in its proc~ed
as a result of caucus action. mgs every tune a conference report comes m here and go mto 

Mr. RAINEY. Oh, I think the rule in terms states that the election of three men on a conference committee? It would 
they are to be selected b:y the Speaker, but the Speaker will be a matter of ~bsurdity. It wo~ld waste the valuable time of 
do it after consulting with the caucus. this House, costing the country thousands of dollars. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am simply asking the gentleman-- Now, what have we done in our rules? We have said that a 
Mr. RAINEY. I think the rule is that they be selected by special committee, like the committees being selected to-day, 

the Speaker "unless otherwise provided." reported by a conference and by minor committees, shall be 
Mr. SHERLEY. Now, is it the gentleman's idea that it appointed by the Speaker of the House, unless the House deter-

shall in all instances be otherwise providedc mines otherwise. Now, what do we doc 
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The rules made by that side of the House tn the last decade 
gave absolute power to the Speaker to appoint the special com
mittees of this House and did not give the House the right to 
take that power away from him under any circumstances. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin, who sits before me, knows that it 
took a resolution in this House on one occasion within the last 
two years to take the power away from him. Now we ha•e 
met that sentiment. We have said that the Speaker shall have 
the right to appoint these necessary but largely unimportant 
committees in order that the business of the House may be ex
pedited; but when a matter of great importance comes before 
this House, a matter in which the personnel of the committee 
may mean great things to the American people, this House has 
the power by resolution of the committee to take the right of 
appointment away from the Speaker and elect its own com
mittees. 

Now, we expect in the future. so far as the special committees 
of the House are concerned, committees that are unimportant, 
or committees possibly sometimes of importance, where there 
is no real division, to go on and allow the Speaker to appoint 
them, realizing that at any time we ha•e the power on the 
floor of this House to reach to that desk and take the power 
of appointment away from the Speaker. It ts an orderly way 
in which to do business, and that is the way the country wants 
us to do bnsineCl's. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
.Mr. MOXDELL. Under the plan whlch I understand has 

been adopted, and to which the gentleman has referred, who 
is to decide on that side as to when such a situation is reached 
of sufficient importance as to demand or require the action by 
the House rather than by the Speaker? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The House itself. The Honse decides 
in this case. 

Mr. MO.NDELL. But it was not the House that offered this 
resolution, but a member of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman has been asleep for a 
week or two. He should wake up. Within four or five days 
the Rules Committee brought a resolution before this House 
providing for the selection of a committee to investigate the 
Sugar Trust. 

If they had brought that resolution in here and said nothing 
about the appointment of the committee, under the rules of 
the House· the power to appoint the committee would have 
rested in the hands of the Speaker of the House. But that 
resolution in so many terms provided that the House should 
select the committee. Therefore, by the action of the House, 
in accordance with the rule which says that the Speaker shall 
appoint unless the House directs otherwise, in compliance with 
the terms of that rule, the House by that resolution directed 
otherwise, and the matter is now before the House for action. 

Mr. MO~TDELL. Mr. Speaker, just one more question. I am 
not quite as wide awake as my genial friend from Alabama 
[Mr. U:NDERwoon], but I am sufficiently awake for the per
ception of some things. I want to remind the gentleman that 
the nomination of a committee by a chairman of a committee 
of the House is equivalent to the selection of the committPe by 
that chairman, and not by the House, and the gentleman well 
knows that; so that while you have possibly followed the form 
of your resolution, yet as a matter of fa~t the committee is to 
be appointed by the chairman of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Wyo
ming that I was coming to that. I simply wanted to sta..te 
the situation under the rules of the House. And I want to 
say that in the future, so far as I am concerned, in most 
cases I think it advisable for the Speaker to exercise the power 
of appointing the small special committees and thus not delay 
the House in the consideration or the appointment of those 
committees. But other cases may arise in the future-a case 
al'ises now-where the House may feel that it should exercise 
the power of appointment or election itself. Now, it is written 
in the rule that the majority may at any time exercise that 
power and elect a committee. Now, as to the election of these 
particular committees, I think it is wiser, as a family affair 
concerning those on this side of the House, for us to go into 
the caucus and select the men that we want to represent us 
on the committees of the House, because there is more freedom 
of debate in our caucus and less discord when we go into the 
family caucus and select our own men. 

Now, I am perfectly willing to accord that right to the other 
side. So far as I am concerned, I will say to gentlemen on 
the Republican side, I do not desire to cross that aisle for a 
moment and attempt to dictate to your side how you shall 
select the men who go on the important committees of this 
House to represent you. If it' is the sentiment on your side 

that one man sba 11 select the minority membership, so be it. 
You are responsible to the country for what you do. We are 
not. If you want to elect them by caucus, do so, and we will 
recognize your action. There can not come any complaint 
from this side of the House as to that. For the first time in 
the history of this Government the majority of the House of 
Representatives has said to the minority, "Name your men 
on the committees of this House." [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] And we have elected them without the dotting of 
an " i " or the crossing of a " t." 

l\Ir. Sll\IS. Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to ask the gentleman 
this question: Is the Speaker to be censured for simply waiv
ing what he bas the right to do and submitting it to the House? 
Is he not to be commended for it? 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. The Speaker did not surrender it. The 
House took it away from the Speaker by a resolution brought 
in here on the floor of the House. The Speaker did not sur
render it. The House itself brought in a resolution before this 
House and said the Speaker should not appoint the committees. 

Now, as to this resolution I want to say this: I think, with 
respect to important special committees that the House desires 
to select, that it is probably wiser for us in the future to go into 
a caucus and let the caucus determine the action, where we can 
all get together and have absolute freedom of action. 

There is no complaint against the personnel of this committee, 
either coming from that side or from this side. The resolutioo 
has been offered, there is no gag rule, everybody has had a 
chance to get up and take the floor, and any man that has had 
the floor yesterday or to-day could haYe moved to strike any 
name from this resolution that he wanted te and put another 
in its place. Now. when this resolution hns been under debate 
for a day and there has no man arisen in his place and moved 
to strike a name from the list and substitute another in its 
place, I say to you that the time has come to act ; the time has 
come for this side of the House to pass this resolution as offered 
by the gentleman from Texas and Yote down the proposition of 
the gentlema.n from Illinois. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

l\fr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Ur. UNDERWOOD. I will. 
Mr. FERRIS. Personally I am not so concerned about the 

form in whlch this is presented. I believe there is no objection 
to the personnel of the committee, but there has been from 
quite a reliable source a serious attack on the resolution itself. 
I wish the gentleman would take a moment's time and gi\e us 
the benefit of his in'\'"estigation of the resolution as to whether 
or not it will accomplish anything, because if the resolution is 
inoperative and of no effect, it would mnterially affect my: 
vote and, I think, the votes of some other Members. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma that the resolution itself has been passed and has 
been a law for a week. 

Mr. FERRIS. I understand that. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. In tbe rush of other business I have 

not given the resolution that careful consideration which I 
otherwise would. I am not very familiar with its terms. It 
may not go us far as you or I migbt desire it to go, but it 
certainly goes to this .extent, and there is no question about 
it: It sends out a committee of this House to determine 
whether the Sugar TTust is standinO' in viglat ion of the Sher
man antitrust law. If that committee comes back and reports 
that it is, and the majority of this House adopts that report, 
it puts the executive branch of this Government on notice that 
something must be done. [Applause.] Therefore I think it 
is well worth our going into. 

Ur. l\IARTIN of Color::i do. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
give me a moment to explain my position? 

Ur. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentlemnn. 
Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I wish to make a statement as 

to my position, that it may be put befo re the Hou . I am not 
complaining that I have had no opportunity to be heard on the 
floor on this matter, and I am not objecting to the personnel 
of this committee. 

But I want to say that certain influentifll people in my State 
were >ery desirous that I should be consulted in the make-up 
of this committee. They felt that they had a large interest at 
stake in this question, and I was assured by those that I 
thought in a position to give me the as urance that I would 
be consulted. I told t hem that it was impern th·e tb ~1t I should 
be. I assured these gentlemen from my State that I would be 
consulted. and now I am placed in a position before them of 
not having been consulted, and perhaps of not having sufficient 
influence or standing as a Democratic Member of the House to 
be consulted in a matter in which my State was vitally inter
ested. That is what I am complaining about. [Applause.] 
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Ur. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Colo

rado that I think the wiser course to pursue where the right 
of selection of committees falls to the House is to carry the 
matter to a caocus, and I believe that will be the course pur
sued hereafter. 

Mr. :MARTIN of Colorado. The gentleman can understand 
my position, and will see that Democratic Members can not 
afford to be put in such an_ embarrassing position as to be 
represented at home as not having sufficient influence to be con
sulted about important matters affecting tlieir State. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I do not take that view of it. 
l\Ir. HENRY of Texas. I want to say that I do not Jmow 

whether the gentleman from Colorado refers to me as not hav
ing conferred with him or not. 

l\Ir. MARTIN of Colorado. I did not know that the gentle
man or his committee was going to have anything to do with it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I say to the House candidly that 
the gentleman's colleague, Mr. TAYLOR, spoke to me about this 
matter and requested that I take certain action. I considered 
the Colorado delegation in making up this committee., and at one 
time the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. MAP.TIN] was to be a 
member of this committee. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Would the gentleman allow me 
to make an observation that fits in there, because what the gen
tleman has just stated is indeed news to me? I never knew 
until this moment that I had been considered at all as a possi
ble member of this committee, and I want to say in that con
nection, to be perfect1y frank with the gentleman, that while 
the beet-sugar interests of Colorado, who want a sweeping in
vestigation made, did want me to be a member of that com
mittee, I did not myself want to be a member, because I felt 
I had my hands full of other work, with a War Department in
vestigation ahead, but I am still more astonished that I was 
not consulted about it, when the gentleman says that at one 
time I was tentatively decided upon as a member of this com
mittee. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr·w Speaker, I will simply say that 
I did consult some of the Colorado gentlemen, and did the best 
I could. We put on a Representative from the Pacific coast 
to represent the beet-sugar industry and interests. There was 
no personal intention of overlooking the gentleman or anyone 
who should have been consulted on account of his district, 
State, or the conBtituency he represents. 

l\fr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a short statement! 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 'l 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; though my time is almost up. 
l\fr. MANN. I have three minutes left, and I will yield them 

to the gentleman if necessary. I think it is fair to state to 
the House, and nothing improper a.bout it, on this question of 
tb.e beet-sugar interests, that several gentlemen spoke to me 
from the Democratic side of the House, from the so-called 
insurgent side of this side of the House, and the so-called 
;regulars of this side of the House, suggesting that in making 
recommendations I should put on a beet-sugar man-in other 
.words,, some one representing a beet-sugru: district or a State, 
which I did in naming Mr. FoRDNEY, the gent1eman from :Michi
gan. I think that one of the suggestions came from the gentle
man who is now named for chairman of the committee, and 
possibly also from the gentleman who introduced the resolu-
tion, Mr. HENBY of Texas. -

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mrw Speaker, · in conclusion I merely 
ha\e to say this: This House has had absolute free considera
tion of this committee. As I said before,. no man on that side 
of the Honse, although they have had the floor and every 
opportUnity to do so, has risen in his seat and moved to strike 
out a name and put the name of some one else in. 

l\Ir. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. UJ\"'DERWOOD. If it is- not for a question. 
l\Ir. MURDOCK. That opportunity has not been presented 

as yet, I will say to the gentleman. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, the gentleman is not advised as to 

the parliamentary sitlliltion. His side of the floor has had 
ample opportunity whenever they have had the floor to move 
to amend thi resolution. 

·l\Ir. MURDO-CK. On the contrary, the Speaker ruled that no 
Member had, while another motion taking precedence had the 
floor. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, the resolution that took precedence 
came from th:it side of the House. 

l\fr. l\IDRDOCK. I think it came from the other side. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD- 'The only amendment pending is the 

amendment offered by the leader of tlle minority. It comes 
from that side of the Chamber. 

1\Ir. MURDOCK. Mr, Speaker, the gentleman will permit that 
point to be cleared up, I am sure. The motion to refer by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. S1ssoN] was withdrawn, and 

immediate1y after it was withdrawn a motion to have a com
mittee appointed by a select committee took its place, and has 
shut off the motion which will come later to substitute one 
name for another. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The motion that shut off the amendment 
did not come from us; it came from the leader of the minority. 

Mr. MURDOCK. However, it did preclude the motion to 
strike out, which may come later. 

.Mr. MANN. Let me suggest, unless the previous question is 
ordered the opportunity will be presented. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, we have had two days of 
debate on this question, or a p_art of yesterday and to-day, and 
I move the previous question on the resolution and amendment. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. If 
the previous question is now moved, is a motion to strike out 
and insert precluded? 

The SPEAKER. If a motion for the previous question is 
adopted, undoubtedly it precludes amendment 

l\Ir. MURDOCK. Then, Mr. Speaker, I demand the ayes and 
nays on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman wm state it. 
Mr. COOPER. As to the resolution or motion before the 

House, I just understood the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Muru>oCK] to say that the motion now before the House is the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois to have a select com
mittee to investigate appointed by a committee to be appointed 
by the Speaker. 

l\Ir. l\IANN. Oh, no. 
Mr. COOPER. As I understand the motion now before the 

House, it is to refer the ·resolution of the gentleman from Texas 
to a select committee. . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I think the debate has 
gone as far as it ought to in this matter, but, at the request of 
the chairman of the Committee on Rules, I am willing to with
draw the demand tor the previous question. If the Honse will 
agree by unanimous consent to allow debate to be closed now 
and amendments to b-e offered striking out names, I will with
draw my motion for the previous question-

l\Ir. MURDOCK. I object to that. 
l\Ir. MANN. I suppose it is in order for the gentleman to 

mo-ve the previous question on the pending motion without 
making it apply to the resolution--

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Oh, well, my purpose is--
Mr-. 1\IANN. That would cut off debate on the proposition 

which I have offered without affecting the right to amend, if 
my motion is not agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state· to the- gentleman from 
Illinois this proposition has been under debate for some time, 
but of comse I have no desire to cut off debate on the gentle
man's resolution--

Mr. MANN. But I have no objection to the gentleman mov-_ 
ing the previous question on my resolution. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. But I will say this, that I do not 
desire to cut off the gentleman from Kansas from moving to 
strike out a name and inserting some other name, but I think 
the tilne has come when this debate should be closed. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Alabama will simply 
move the previous question on the pending motion~ which is 
my motion,. that will not affect the right to amend the original 
resolution if the motion is not agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But it will not cut off debate on the 
original motion. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. .Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a 
motion for unanimous consent to this effect, that the gentleman 
from Kansas be allowed to offer an amendment to strike out 
whatever name or names he may desire and insert others, and 
that debate be now closed and that the House vote at once on 
the resolution and all pending amendments. 

Mr. KENDALL.. Mr. Speaker, I object to that. 
l\Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think that would hardly be fair 

to propose new names without the right of discUEsion either 
for or against them, and hence I would be obliged to object to 
that request. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As far as the offering of amendments 
is concerned, you have had the opportunity ; we are willing to 
give it to you _now by unanimous consent. If you are not 
willing to take it, I move the previous question on the resolu
tion and all amendments thereto to its final passage. [Ap-
pJ:rnse on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BROUSSARD. l\fr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BROUSSARD. If the motion of the gentleman from 

Alabama carries will it be in order for me to offer an amend
ment? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 
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Mr. BROUSSARD. I move an amendment now, Mr. 
Speaker--

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order against that 

The SPEAKER. The question is on adopting the previous 
question. 
· Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman can not move the previous question on the original 
resolution while there is pending a motion to refer a resolution 
to a committee; that he can only move the previous question 
upon the motion pending before the· House at this time. 

.Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like for the gentleman to cite 
his authority for that proposition. 

l\Ir. MANN. Let the Chair cite that. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am sure the gentleman has not it to 

cite. 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois has any au

th.ority to cite, the Chair would like to hear it. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I am not able at present to lay 

my hands upon the authority. [I,aughter on the Democratic 
side.] But the Speaker will remember that the motion for the 
previous question does not apply, although made and carried, 
to a subsequent motion to recommit, and if the gentleman from 
Alabama had moved the previous question upon the resolution 
it would still have been in order for me to move, after the pre
vious question was ordered, both before and after, under the 
rule, to recommit, and that motion is not affected by the opera
tion of the previous question already ordered. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I do not take any issue with the gen
tleman on the question to recommit. 

Mr. MANN. A motion to recommit and a motion to commit 
are the same thing. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD: They are recognized in a different atti
tude under the rules of this House. 

Mr. MANN. I think not. A motion to refer, a motion to 
commit, and a motion to recommit are all the same thing. 

Mr. U~-rnERWOOD. We will decide the q estion of a·motion 
to recommit when we get to it. I am not so sure that on this 
resolution the gentleman has the right. I demand the regular 
order. 

Mr. MANN. I have made the motion, under the rules, to 
commit this resolution to a committee. The rule provides that 
the motion can be made either before or after the previous 
question is ordered. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It does not prevent the previous question 
applying to both motions. 

l\Ir. HENRY of Texas. If the Chair will indulge me r will 
read from Rule XVII, which refers directly to this kind of a 
situation: 

There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being 
ordered by a majority of Members voting, if a quorum be present, 
shall have the etl'ect to cut otI all debate and bring the House to a 
direct vote upon the immediate question or questions on which it has 
been asked and ordered. The previous question may be asked and 
ordered upon a single motion, a series of motions allowable under the 
rules, or an amendment or amendments, or may be made to embrace 
all authorized motions or amendments, and include the bill to its 
passage or tejection. 

Now, when the previous question is ordered we vote' on the 
gentleman's motion and vote on the resolution to every pend
ing amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, that has been decided a 
number of times. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that it says that the motion may apply to the main question 
and to a pending motion to refer. If the Chair will look at 
Hinds' Precedents, Volume V, section 5466, he will find it has 
been very clearly decided. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is overruled. The ques
tion is on ordering the previous question. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair begs the indulgence of the 

House for just a moment. The Chair is not at all certain but 
that he misled the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MURDOCK] or 
misled himself-he does not know which. When the gentle
man from Kansas rose and asked if the amendment that he 
wants to offer now was in order, the parliamentary situation 
was that the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
SrssoN] to refer the resolution of the · gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. HENBY] was pending. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MURDOCK] rose and asked that if a motion to substitute a 
name would be in order at that time, and the Chair replied 
it would not. Subsequently the motion to refer · was with
drawn and that left a new situation. 

Mr. MURDOCK. If the Speaker of the House will indulge 
me for just a moment, I think he has stated the proposition 
correctly up to that point. But the motion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi was withdrawn at the time that the gentleman 
from Illinois had the floor, and in the midst of the gentleman's 
speech, and as soon as it was withdrawn the gentleman from 
Illinois, having the floor, at once presented another motion, 
which precluded the right of anybody else to strike out a name 
and insert another. 

The SPEAKER. That is precisely true. · 
l\Ir. MURDOCK. That completes the whole statement, then, 

correctly. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to the gentlema~ from 

Kansas, Mr. Speaker, that this side is perfectly willing to give 
unanimous consent for his order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular ord~r. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 

question. 
. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken and there were-yeas 139, nars SO, 
answered " present" 13, not voting 153, as follows: 

YEAS-139. 
Adamson Donohoe Hughes, N. J. Ransdell, La. 
Alexander Dupre Hull Rauch 
Allen Edwards Humphreys, Miss. Redfield 
Anderson, Ohio Evans Jaco.way He illy 
Ashbrook Faison Johnson, Ky. Richardson 
Ayers Ferris Jones Roddenbery 
Bartlett Fields Kipp Rothermel 
Blackmon Flood, Va. Konig Rouse 
Borland Floyd, Ark. Korbly Ru bey 
Bradley Fowler Latta Russell 
Brantley Francis Lee, Pa. Sa bath 
Buchanan Garner Levy Saunders 
Bulkley Geor,e Lewis Shackleford 
Burke, Wis. Glass Linthicum Sherwood 
Byrnes1_r8· C. Goodwin, Ark. Littlepage Sims 
Byrns, enn. Gould Littleton Smith, Tex. 
Callaway Graham Lloyd Stack 
Candler Gregg, Pa. Lo beck Stanley 
Carlin Gudger McGillicuddy Stedman 
Carter Hamill McHenry Stephens, Miss. 
Claypool Hamilton, W. Va. Macon Stephens, Tex. 
Clayton Hamlin Maguire, Nebr. Stone 
Cline Hammond Martin, Colo. Sulzer 
Collier Hardwick Mays Sweet 
Connell Hardy Morrison Taylor, Ala. 
Cox, Ind. Harrison, Miss. Murray Taylor, Colo. 
Cullop Harrison, N. Y. Oldfield Thomas 
Daugherty Hay O'Shaunessy Townsend 
Davis, W. Va. Heflin Padgett Tribble 
Dent Helm Patten, N. Y. Underwood 
Dickinson Henry, Tex. Pepper Watkins 
Dickson, Miss. Hensley Peters Wickliffe 
Dies Houston Pujo Witherspoon 
Difenderfer Howard Rainey Young, Tex. 
Dixon, Ind. Hughes, Ga. Randell, Tex. 

NAYS-80. 
Anderson, Minn. French Lawrence Pray 
Austin Greene Lenroot Prouty 
Bingham Griest Lindbergh Rees 
Bowman Hanna McCall Roberts, Nev. 
Broussard Hartman McCreary Sells 
Cannon Hawley McGuire, Okla. Sloan 
Catlin Helgesen McKinney Smith, J. M. C. 
Cooper Hill Mann Stephens, Cal. 
Copley Howell Martin, S. Dak. Stevens, Minn. 
Crago Howland Mondell Towner 
Crumpacker Hubbard Moon, Pa. Utter 
Danforth Humphrey, Wash. Morgan Vreeland 
Davis, Minn. Jackson Murdock Warburton 
Dodds Kahn Needham Wedemeyer 
Dwight Kendall Olmsted Wilder 
Dyer Kenne~ Parran Willis 
Esch Kinkai • Nebr. Payne Wilson, IIJ. 
Focht Know land Pickett Woods, Iowa 
Foss La Follette Plumley Young, Kans. 
Foster, Vt. Lanl?'ham Powers Young, Mich. 

A...~SWERED "PRESENT "-13. 
Barchfeld Gregg, Tex. Moore, Pa. Slayden 
Booher Hamilton, Mich. Prince 
Finley Hobson Raker 
Garrett Moon, Tenn. Sherley 

NOT VOTING-153. 
Adair Burnett Doughton Goldfogle 
Allien, S. C. Butler Draper Good 
Akin, N. Y. Calder Driscoll, D. A. Gordon 
Ames Campbell Driscoll, M. E. Gray 
Andrus Can trill Ellerbe Guernsey 
Ansberry Cary Estoplnal Harris 
Anthony Clark, Fla. Fairchild Haugen 
Barnba.1·t Conry Farr Hayes 
Bartholdt Covington Fitzgerald Heald 
Bates Cox, Ohio Fordney Henry, Conn. 
Bathrick Cravens Fornes Higgins 
Beall. Tex. Curley Foster, Ill. Hinds 
Bell, Ga. Currier Fuller Holland 
Berger Dalzell Gallagher Hughes, W. Va. 
Boehne Davenport Gardner, Mass. James 
Brown Davidson Gardner, N. J. Johnson, S. C. 
Burke, Pa. De Forest Gillett Kent 
Burke, S. Dak. Denver Godwin, N. C. Kindred 
Burleson Doremus Goeke Kinkead, N. J, 
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Kitchin Madison Roberts, Mass. 
Konop · Maher Robinson 
Kopp Mal by Rodenberg 
Lniean Matthews Rucker, Colo. 
Lafferty . Miller Rucker, Mo. 
Lamb Mitchell Scully 
Langley Moore, Tex. Sharp 
Lee, Ga. Morse, Wis. Sheppard 
Legare Moss, Ind. Simmons 
Lever Mott Sisson 
Lindsay Nelson Slemp 
Long-worth Norris Small 
Loud Nye Smith, SamL W. 
Loudenslager Page Smith, N. Y. 
McCoy · Palmer Sparkman 
McDermott Patton, Pa. Speer 
McKinley Porter Steenerson 
McLaughlin Post Sterling 
McMorra.n · Pou Sulloway 
Madden Riordan Switzer 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The Clerk nnnounced the following pairs: 
Ii'or the session : 
Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CuRBIER. 
l\Ir. FORNES with .Mr. BB.ADLEY. 
Mr. RIORDAN with 1\Ir. ANDRUS. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WEBB with Mr. Woon of New Jersey. 
l\Ir. THAYER with Mr. VOLSTEAD. 

Talbott, Mel. 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thayer 
Thistlewoocl 
Tilson 
Turnbull 
Tuttle 
Underhill 
Volstead 
Webb 
Weeks 
Whitacre 
White 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood, N. J. 

l\Ir. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. 
Mr. S:mTH of New York with Mr. STERLING. 
l\fr. SliIALL with Mr. STEENERSON. 
Mr . SHEPPARD with l\Ir. SPEER. 
Mr. SCULLY with Mr. PATTON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr .. RUCKER of Missouri with Mr. NYE. 
Mr. RCCKER of Colorado with l'llr. NOP.RIB. 
l\fr. POST with Mr. NELSON. 
l\Ir. PALMER with Mr. MOTT. 
:Ur. PAGE with l\Ir. MORSE of Wisconsin. 
i\Ir. lloss of Indiana with 1\fr. MITCHELL. 
Mr. MooN of Tennessee with Mr. MILLER. 
Mr. MAHER with .Mr. MADDEN. 
.Mr. McDERMOTT with Mr. McKINLEY. 
.Mr. LEVER with Ur. WEEKS. 
Mr. LEGARE with :Mr. LONGWORTH. 
Mr. AIKEN of South Carolina with Mr. AKI~ of New York. 
Mr. ANSDERRY with l\lr. BATES. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas with Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. 
l\1r. BOEHNE with l\Ir. CALDER. 
Mr. BROWN with l\lr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. BURLESON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 
1\Ir. CANTRILL with Mr. FARB. 
l\Ir. CoNRY with l\Ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
1\Ir. Cox of Ohio with Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. 
Mr. DENVER with Mr. GILLETT. 
l\Ir. DAUGHTON with Mr. HAUGEN. 
l\Ir. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL with Mr. I!EALD. 
l\Ir. ESTOPINAL with Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
Mr. ROBINSON with Mr. FORDNEY. 
Mr. Gonwrn of North Carolina with Mr. HINDS. 
l\Ir. GOLDFOGLE with Mr. KENT. 
1\lr. GRAY with Mr. LAFFERTY. 
l\lr. TUTTLE with Mr. LANGLEY. 
l\Ir. KINKEAD of New Jersey with :Mr. McLAUGHLIN. 
l\Ir. Lurn with Mr. MclloRRA.N. · 
lli. LEvER with Mr. WEEKS. 
Mr. ROBINSON with Mr. FoRDNEY. 
M r. JOHNSON of South Carolina with l\Ir. BUTLER. 
l\Ir. ADAIR with Mr. AMES. 
l\Ir. TvRNBULL with Mr. GUERNSEY. 
l\lr. DAVIS of West Virginia with l\fr. Goon. 
Mr. WILSON of New York with Mr. LAFEAN. 
1\Ir. JAMES with Mr. !IA.MILTON of Michigan. 
l\Ir. CURLEY with l\Ir. MALBY. 
l\Ir. KITCHIN with Mr. PRINCE. 
Mr. CLINE with Mr. HA.runs. 
l\Ir. HOBSON with Mr. FAIRCHILD. (Transferable.) 
l\Ir. KoNOP with Mr. MATTHEWS. 
1\1r.1IooRE of Texas with Mr. HAYES. (Transferable.) 
Mr. CRAVEN with l\Ir. LOUDENSLAGER. 

l\Ir. ELLERBE with Mr. DRAPER. 
Mr. SLAYDEN with Ur. TILSON. 
Ur. WHITE with Mr. FOSTER ·Of Vermont. 
Mr. BARNHART with l\Ir. SIMMONS. 
Mr. SPARKMAN with Mr. BARCHFELD. 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois with Mr. KOPP. 
:Ur. LEE of Georgia with Mr. DE FOREST. 
lli. KINDRED with Mr. HIGGINS, 
Mr. LINDSAY with Mr. SLEMP. 

Mr. BOOHER with Mr. SULLOWAY. 
Mr. DoREMUs with Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
Mr. GALLAGHER with Mr. Fm.LE&. 
Mr. TALCOTT of New York with Mr. PORTER. 
Mr. McCoy with l\fr. SWITZER. 
Mr. UNDERHILL with Mr. ANTHONY. 
For the balance of the day : 
Ur. SISSON with 1\fr. LoUD. 
Until May 17: 
Ir. BELL of Georgia with Mr. MooRE of Pennsylvania. 

Until May 18: 
l\Ir. SHERLEY with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. GREGG of Texas (for previous question) with Mr. ROB· 

ERTS of l\f assach usetts (against) . 
Until l\fay 19 : 

' l\Ir. COVINGTON with l\Ir. lliCHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
From .l\fay 9 to 24, inclusive: 
l\Ir. GOEKE with l\Ir. BARTHOLDT. 
From 1\fay 15 to l\fay 25 : . 
Mr. BATHBICK with Mr. CARY. 
Until next week: 
l\Ir. Pou with 1\fr. l\I.ADrsoN. (Transferable.) 
From May 5 for two weeks : 
llr. CLARK of Florida with Mr. BuRim of South Dakota. 
From 1\fay 13 for two weeks : 
Mr. DAVENPORT with l\Ir. RODENBERG. 
From 1\fay 15 for two weeks : 
1llr. BURNETT with Mr. THISTLEWOOD. 
From l\fay 12 for three weeks : 
Mr. GoRDoN with l\Ir. HUGHES of West Virginia. 
1\fr. ~IlLTON of l\Iichigan. l\fr. Speaker, on this roll call 

I voted "no," but I find I am paired with the gentleman from 
Kentucky, Mr. JAMES. I therefore desire to withdraw my vote 
and answer "present." 

The - Clerk called the name of Mr. lIAMILTON and he voted 
"present," as above recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above re
corded . 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. MANN moves to commit the resolution to a select committee ot 

15 Members. 

1\Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, on that I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 74, nays 138, 

answering " present" 9, not voting 164, as follows: 

Anderson, Minn. 
Austin 
Berger 
Bowman 
Buchanan 
Campbell 
Copley 
Crago 
Crumpacker 
Danforth 
Davis, Minn. 
Dodds 
Dwight 
Dyer 
Th;ch 
Focht 
Foss 
French 
Gardner, N. J. 

Adamson 
Alexander 
Allen 
Anderson, Ohio 
Ashbrook 
Ayres 
Bartlett 
Blackmon 
Borland 
Brantley 
Brown 
Bulkley 
Burke. Wis. 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Callaway 
Candler 
Carlin 
Carter 
Claypool 
Clayton . 
Collier 
Connell 

YEAS-74. 
Greene Lindbergh Rees 

Roberts, Nev. 
Sells 

Griest McCall 
Hanna McCreary 
Harrison, N. Y. McGuire, Okla. Sloan 
Hawley McKinney Smith, J. M. C. 

Stephens, Cal. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Taylor, Ohle. 
Utter 
Vreeland 
Wedemeyer 
Wilder 

Helgesen Mann. 
Hill Martin, S. Dak. 
Hinds Mondell 
Howland Moon, Pa. 
Hubbard Morgan 
Humphrey, Wash. Murdock 
Kahn Needham 
Kennedy Olmsted Willis 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Parran Wilson, Ill. 

Woods, Iowa 
Young, Kans. 
Young, Mich. 

Know land Payne 
La Follette Pickett 
Langham Plumley 
Lawrence Powers 
Lenroot Pray 

NAYS-138. 
Cooper 
Cox, Ind. 
Daugherty 
Dent 
Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Donohoe 
Dupre 
Edwards 
Evans 
Faison 
Fenls 
Fields 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Fowler 
Francis 
Garner 
George 

Glass Jacoway 
Goodwin, Ark. Johnson, Ky. 
Gould Jones 
Graham Kendall 
Gregg, Pa. Kipp . 
Gudger Konig 
Hamill Korbly 
Hamilton. W. Va. Latta 
Hamlin Lee, Pa. 
Ha.mmoncl Legare 
Hardy Levy 
Harrison, Miss. Lewis 
Hay Linthicum 
Heflin Little.i;>age 
Helm Littleton 
Henry, Tex. Lloyd 
Hensley Lo beck 
Houston McGillicuddy 
Howard McHenry 
Hughes, Ga. Macon . 
Hughes, N. J. Maguire, Nebr. 
Hun Mays 
Humphreys, Miss. Moon, Tenn. 
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Morrison 
Murray 
Oldtield 
O'Shaunessy 
Padgett 
Patten, N. Y. 
Pepper 
Peters 
Pujo 
Rainey 
Raker 
Ransdell, La. 

Barchfeld 
Booher 
~inley 

Rauch 
Redfield . 
Reilly 
Richardson 
Roddenbery 
Rothermel 
Rouse 
Ru bey 
Russell 
Saba th 
Saunders 
Shackleford 

ANSWERED 
Garrett 
Hamil ton, Mich. 

Sherwood 
Sims 
Sisson 
Smith, Tex. 
Stack 
Stanley 
Stedman 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stone 
Sulzer 
~weet 

" PRESENT "-9. 
Martin, Colo. 
Prince 

NOT VOTING-164. 
Adair Denver 
Aiken, S. C. Doremus 
Akin, N.'Y. Doughton 
Ames Draper 
Andrus Driscoll, D. A. 
Ansberry Driscoll, M. E. 
Anthony Ellerbe 
Barnhart Estopinal 
Bartholdt Fairchild 
Bates Farr 
Bathrick Fordney 
Beall, Tex. Fornes 
Bell, Ga. Foster, Ill. 
Bingham Foster, Vt. 
Boehne Fuller 
Bradley Gallagher 
Broussard Gardner, Mass. 
Burke, Pa. Gillett 
Burke, S. Dak. Godwin, N. C. 
Burleson Goeke 
Burnett Goldfogle 
Butler Good 
Calder Gordon 
Cannon Gray 
Cantrill Gregg, Tex. 
Cary Guernsey 
Catlin Hardwick 
Clark, Fla. Harris 
Cline Hartman 
Conry Haugen _,, 
Covington Hayes 
Cox, Ohio Heald 
Cravens Henry, Conn. 
Cullop Higgins 
Curley Hobson 
Currier Holland 
Dalzell Howell 
Davenport Hughes, W. Va. 
Davidson Jackson 
Davis, W. Va. James 
De Forest Johnson, S. C. 

So the motion was lost. 

Kent 
Kindred 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Kitchin 
Konop 
Kopp 
Lafean 
Lafferty 
Lamb 
Langley 
Lee, Ga. 
Lever 
Lindsay 
Longworth 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
McCoy 
McDermott 
McKinley 
McLaughlin 
McMorran 
Madden 
Madison 
Maher 
Mal by 
Matthews 
Miller 
Mitchell 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
lllorse, Wis. 
Moss, Ind. 
Mott 
Nelson 
Norris 
Nye 
Page 
Palmer 
Patton, Pa. 
Porter 
Post 

Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thomas 
Townsend 
Tribble 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Wicklitl'e 
Witherspoon 
Young, Tex. 

Sherley 
Slayden 

Pou 
Prouty 
Randell, Tex. 
Riordan 
Roberts, Mass. 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Racker, Colo. 
Rucker, Mo. 
Scully 
Sharp 
Sheppard 
Simmons 
Slemp 
Smal 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Sparkman 
Speer 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Switzer 
Talbott, Md. 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Thayer 
Thistle wood 
Tilson 
Towner 
Turnbull 
Tuttle 
Underhill 
Volstead 
Warburton 
Webb 
Weeks 
Whitacre 
White 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood, N. J. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. GREGG of Texas (against) with Mr. ROBERTS of Massa-

chusetts (for amendment). 
Mr. WHITACRE ·with Mr. NORRIS. 
Mr. Wn.soN with Mr. HowELL. 
Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. HARTMAN. 
Mr. Cox of Ohio with Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia with l\fr. CABLIN. 
Mr. BROUSSARD with Mr'. BINGH.A.M. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask if 

the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. GRAY, is recorded, and how. 

for the purpose of investigating the relative value of pasteurized 
and raw milk for infant feeding, and for other appropriate 
scientific purposes. 

SEN.A.TE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under .clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 

titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 2183. An act to authorize change in construction of bar
racks and other necessary buildings for mobile troops in tlie 
Hawaiian Islands, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. · 

S. 26. An act to authorize the acceptance by the United States 
of the gift of the Nathan Strauss Pasteurized Milk Laboratory 
for the purpose of investigating the relative value of pasteurized 
and raw milk for infant feeding, and for other appropriate 
scientific purposes; to the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

print some remarks in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 

consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there objec
tion? 

There was no objection. 
RESIGNATION FROM SELECT COMMITTEE-UNITED ST.A.TES STEEL 

INVESTIGATION. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following com

munication : 
WASHINGTO~, D. C., May 11, 1911. 

Hon. CHAMP CLARK, 
Speaker of the House of Re1wesentatives. 

MY DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Not anticipating that any business would 
be transacted by the House yesterday beyond the debate upon the 
re olution providing for the approval of the constitutions of New 
Mexico and Arizona, I withdrew from the Hall to attend to other 
matters. During my absence tbe House paid me the compliment of a 
unanimous election to membership on the select committee provided for 
by House resolution HS, for the investigation of the afl'airs of the 
United States Steel Corporation and other corporations. That election, 
coming without solicitation or sug~estion from me, I very much ap
preciate, but I find that the resolution includes, by name, the PennSl!'l
vania Steel Co. and calls for an inquiry whether it has any relations 
or affiliations in violation of law, with the so-called Steel Corporation. 

The Pennsylvania Steel Co. is located in my district. I have no 
financial interest in it of any kind and have never represented it 
professionally or in any other way. I have, however, a great interest 
in its welfare because so many of my constituents are dependent upon 
it for support and some of its officers are my warm personal friends. 
I do not believe that it has any relations or affiliations in violation o! 
law with the United 8tates Steel Corporation or anybody else, but it 
will avoid any appearance of yartiality if the finding to that etrect be 
made by others than myself. therefore beg to be excused from service 
upon the committee. 

Very respectfully, M. El. OLMSTED. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be 
granted. 

There was no objection. 

LE.A. VE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to-
Mr. SHEPP.A.ED, for one week, on account of important busi

ness. 
Mr. SLEMP, for 10 days, on account of illness. 
Mr. PARRAN,· for one week, on account of illness in family. 

The SPEAKER. He is recorded in the affirmative. WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I am informed that Mr. GRAY is not By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. GREGG ot 

present, but that some gentleman whose name comes close to 1 Pennsylvania to withdraw from the files of the House, with
his answered, thinking that it was his name. I think it is 1 out leaving copies, the papers with the bill H. R. 11975, Sixty-
a matter of injustice for Mr. GRAY to be recorded. I first Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

The SPEAKER. It is absolutely improper and the Clerk 
will erase the vote. · 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the adoption of 

the resolution. 
The question was considered, and the resolution was 

agreed to. 
A motion by Mr. HENBY of Texas to reconsider the vote 

whereby the resolution was agreed to was, upon b'.s motion, 
laid on the table. · 

MESS.A.GE FROM THE SEN.A.TE. 

A. message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested: 

s. 2183. An act to authorize change in construction of bar
racks and other necessary buildings for mobile ~roops in the 
Hawaiian Islands, and for other purposes; and 

s. 26 . .An act to authorize the acceptance by the United States 
of the gift of the Nathan Straus Pasteurized Milk Laboratory 

ADJOURNMENT. 
'1.'ben, on motion of Mr. TTNDERWOOD (at 4 o'clock and 41 

minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until Thursday, May 18, 
1911, at 12 o'clock m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Fule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, trans
mitting copy of a letter from the president of the United States 
Civil Service Commission in.closing schedule of useless papers 
on file in that department (H. Doc. No. 57); to the Joint 
Select Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers 
and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommend
ing the enactment of certain legislation affecting administra
tive work in the office. ot the Supervising .A.rchi tect ( H. Doc. 
No. 58); to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND Also, a bill (H. R. 9787) granting an increase of pension to 

RESOLUTIONS. Thomas R. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 
Under cJause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. RODDENBERY, from the Committee on Accounts, to 

which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. 
Iles. 75) reducing the number of Capitol police, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 34), 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and l!lemo
rials were introduced and severalJy referred as follows: 

By Mr. KIPP: A bill (II. R. 9764) to amend the pension 
laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who 
may have served in any war prior to 1866 and of widows and 
orphans of such soldiers and sailors; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERGER: A bill (II. R. 9765) to authorize the erec
tion of a Government post-office building at Waukesha, Wis.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 9766) fixing the rank and 
precedence of naval attaches; to the Committee on Naval Af
fairs. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 9767) to authorize the elimi
nation of part of North Dakota Avenue from the permanent 
system of highways plan; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (II. R. 9768) to 
establish a fish hatchery at Ittabena, Miss.; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (II. R. 9769) to amend sec
tion 14 of an act approved March 4, 1911; entitled "An act 
to enable any State to cooperate with any other State or 
States or with the United States for the protection of the water
sheds of navigable streams, and to appoint a commission 
for the acquisition of lands for the pUl'pose of · conserving the· 
navigability of navigable rivers," etc.; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9788) granting an increase of pensiou to 
John D. Hammersley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9789) grant
ing a pension to Frank Shaver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9790) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Brandon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9791) granting an increase of pension to 
D. B. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIFENDERFER: A bill (H. R. 9792) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Allabaugh; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9793) granting a pension to Henry H. 
Shive; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiomt 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9794) granting an increase of pension to 
Enos S. Krause; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 9795) granting a pension to 
Patrick Burke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIIlCHIJ,D: A bill (H. R. 9796) granting an in
crease of pension to Jefferson Wells; to the Committee on In
valid Pensionl!I. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9797) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline M. Tilly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H . .R. D79S)' gri~nting a 
pension to Josaphine C. Long; to the Committee on Imalid 
Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9799) granting an increase of pension to 
Isom Richev; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a blll (H. R. 9800) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Ruble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9801) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Moss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9802) granting an increase of pension to 
W. R. Gabbord; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9803) granting an increase of pension to 
David .M. Hurt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9804) granting an increase of pension to 
A. B. Light; to the Committee on Pensions. . 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (II. R. 9805) 
granting an increase of pension to G. W. Phillips; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. · . 

Also, a bill (II. R. 9806) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren Burch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions By Mr. Hil\1DS: A bill (II. R. 9807) for the relief of the legal 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: representatives of George Gwynn; to 'he Committee on War 

By l\.fr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (II. R. 9770) granting a I Claims. 
pension to Henry Neff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (II. R. 9808) granting an increase of pension to 

..Also, a bill ( H. R. 9771) granting a pension to Charles II. Albert F. Cummings· to the Committee· on Invalid Pensions. · 
Gilkesson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 9809) granting a pension to 
~Y Mr. AYRES: A bill (II. ~· 9772) gran~ing a :r;>ension to Walter A. Menges; to the Committee on Pensions. · 

Charles'.!'. Winans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (II. R. 9810) grant-
By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (II. R. 9773) to remove ing an increas~ of pension to Andrew J. Robertson; to the Com

the charge of desertion against John Mitchell; to the Committee mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
on Naval Affairs. By Mr. KIPP: A bill (H. R. 9811) granting a pension to 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (II. R. 9774) granting a pen- William Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
sion to Will. iam M. Hammontree, alias William P. Hammontree; I Also, a bill (H. R. 9812) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. John Smith ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr . .BA.'l'ES: A bill (II. R. 9775) granting a pension to By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 9813) granting an increase of 
Daniel Michels; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. pension to .John Goeden; to the Co1I1IDittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 9776) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bi11 (H. R. 9814) granting 
Celestia Davies; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. an increase of pension to Josiah F. Wildermuth; to the Com-

By ?\ir. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 9777) for the relief of the mittee on Invalid PenRionR. . 
legal representatives of John Giblin; to the Committee on War .Also, a bill (H. R. 9815) granting an increase of pension to 
Claims. H~nry HepJ~r; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (II. R. 9778) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. LINDS.A Y: A bill (H. R. 9816) granting a pension to 
Edward Anthony; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Patrick Quinn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OAMERON: A bill (H. R. 9779) granting a pension By l\Ir. MOORW of PP-nnsylvania: A blll (H. R. 9817) grant• 
to Myron L. Spear; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ing an increase of pension to ParthP..nia M. T. P. Roelker; to 

AJso, a bill (II. R. 9780) granting an increase of pension to the Committee Qn Invalid Pensjons. 
Abner Wilkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. MORGAN: A bi11 (H. R. 9818) granting an increase 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9781) granting an of pension to C. E. Kenney; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
increase of pension to Isaac Leas; to the Committee on Invalid sions. 
Pensions. · ~ By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 9819) granting an in.-

Also, a bill (H. R. 9782) granting an increase of pension to crease of pension to Catherine McGovern; to the Committee on 
George Devol; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 9783) for the relief of John By Mr. REDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9820) to correct the mili-
W. Canary: to the Committee on War Claims. tary record of Andrew Gaffney; to the Committee on .Military 

AJso, a bill (H. R. 9784) granting a pension to James M. Vint; Affairs. 
to the Committee on Pensions. AJso, a bill (II. R. 9821) for the reJi.ef of Martin .McNamara, 

Also, a bill ·(H. R. 9785) granting a pension to Herschel Spain- alias Martin Mack; to the Committee on .Military Affairs. 
hour; to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. J. M. 0. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 9822) granting an in-

Also, a bill (H. R. 9786) granting a pension to Elvina Moore; crease of pension to George H. Sliter; to the Commi\tee on 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 9823) for the ·reTie:f ·of Peter 
Tatro, otherwise known as John (food.To-; to -the tCommittee 'Oil 
Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: .A trlil '(iH. R. 9824~ granting :IIIl 
incre::i:se :Of :pens.ion to Overton ..R. Mallory; to the ·Committee .on 
Invalid .Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND : A bill (.H. 1t. '.9825) for the i-elief .of 
Frances A. Bliss; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas; A ·bill (H. R. D826~ for the :relief 
of Anna L. Shepherd; to the -Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9S27) granting a pension to Lamar W . 
Hadley ; to the ·Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill ( H. R. 9828) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Swartwood; to the Committee on hrrnlid P.ensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R: 9829) granting an inereai!e of '.(>ension to 
David B. -Olouse ; to the Committee on .Invalid .Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and paper:s were laid 

on the Clerk's desk ll.Ild .referred as follows~ 
By the SPEAKER (by request) : Senate resolution 6, Hawaii 

Territ.ory, in .regard to construction of .a. ·diteh from Hilo to 
Kaw ; Senate i·esolution 10, Hawaii Territory, in regard to edu
cation, homestead, etc..; Senate .resolution 9, Hawaii Territory, 
in regard to militia, .etc.; and resolution from the Legislature 
of Hawali Territory requesting the passage of a law .admit
ting the Territory into the Union AS a State; ta the Committee 
on the Territories. -

By Mr. ASHBROOK: ~vidence to accompany House bill 
H344, ior special relief of Sarah T . Hueston; to th.e Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Ur. AYRES: Petition 1n faTor of a par.eels post ·by citi
zens of the Bronx; to the Committee on the Post ·Office and 
Post Roads. 

.By Mr.. "BURKE of Wisconsin; A.ffi.davits to accompany bill 
{ H. R. 6154) granting a pension to .Alice 'Rothe ; .to the, Com
mi ttee on rensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill (H. :R. 7082) granting an in
crease of jpellsion to George Whalen ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Tudiana: Petition .o.f sundry citizens of Bed
'.ford, Ind., against parcels J)ost; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By .l\fr. DE F OREST: ·Petitions of sundl·y persons asking re
auction in duty on raw sugar ; to the Committee on ·ways .and 
Meuns. ._ · · 

By Mr. DYER: .Affidavits in matter of .:Pension for Patrick 
Burke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. FOCHT: Affidavits to accompany House bill '9594, in 
behalf of DaTid Trutt ; to the Com.Illlttee on Tnvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: Memorial of sundcy citizens ,of McHenry, 
Foster :County, N. Dak., expressing app.reciation of the atti
tude of Mr. HANNA in regard to recrJ)rocity with Canada; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

.Also, petition of sundry citizens of Arthur, N. Dak., for .es
tablishment of a parcels post,; to the Oommittee on the Post 
Office and Post Iloads. 

By Mr. HELl\I: Affidavits to accompany House bill 9618, in 
behalf of .John C. Caldwell; :House bill 9620, in behalf of Wil
liam J. Martin ; and Ho.use l>ill 9621, in benalf of Joseph :Reece; 
"to the Committee on Inv:alid Pensions. 

1ly Mr. HOUSTON: Affidavits to accom.Pany House bill '7425 
in behill of Henry El Deberry and House bill 5235 .in behalf of 
.Alexander Scott ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, affidavits to accompany House bill 5239 in behalf of 
John H. Hubbard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMB: Resolution of the Fortnightly Club of Keene, 
N. H., and Local Union No. 119, Brotherhood of Painters, 
Decorators, and Paper Rangers of .America, favoring repeal of 
tax on oleomargarine.; to tbe Committee on .Agriculture. 

By Mr. l\!AGUIRE of Nebraslra: .Resolution of the Nel>rask:i 
Legislature, memorializing Congress to erect on the Federal 
building ,at Lincoln, Nebr., a l arge clock; to the Committee on 
'Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Resolution of citizens of Oklahoma, sec
ond district, iii farnr of the Berger resolution; to tbe C.Ommit
tee on Labor. 

By Mr. PUJO: Petition in favor of Senate bill 3776, .for The 
regulation of express companies, and others, by citizens of 
Boyce, Colfax, Washington, 0,pclousas, Bunkie, Cheneyville, 
Lecompte, Rayne, Alexandria, Crowley, Jennings, Lake Charles, 
De R idder, and LessTille, La. ; to !he Committee .on .Interstate 
mid Foreign Commerce. 

"'By Mr. ltOBERTS of Yassnehusetts·: !Resolution fr.om the 
·Commercial Club of the <!ity of Brockton, protesting against 
the passage of House bill 4413.; to the Committee on Wnys 
and Means. · 

.Also, preamble a:nd resolution ndopted. by the com·ention 
of the Protestant Episcopal Chmch in the Diocese of Massa
Chusetts .at its .annual .session held in Boston 1\Iay 3 and 4_, 
10ll.; to the Coillllllttee on FOTeign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the National .Association uf Shellfish Com
missioners, Baltimore, Md., .A..Pril 19, 1911; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ;;r . .M. re. SMITH : Memoranda xelrttve to bill for in
crease of pension for George H. Sliter; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

SEN.ATE. 

Tmmsn.u, May 18, 1911. 
·The Senate met :at '2 o"'clock p. m. 
.Prayer ·by the Chaplain, Rev. JJiy-sses G . .B. Pie1'ce, D. D . 
The Journal :of yesterday~s -proceedings was Tead ·and -ap

proved. 
PETITIONS AND 'MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution adopted 
by the Leg:islatur-e of the Stat-e of Illinois, which was referred 
to the Committee on the 'Judiciary and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

House joint resolution 9. 
Reso1vea 011 fhe House oJ Representatives ot the State oJ Illinois (the 

Senate conourrinn therein), That n.pplicat:ion is hereby made to the 
Congress of the United States mider the provision of Article V of the 
Constitution of the United States fo.r the .calling of a convention to 
propose an amendment to the Constitution of 1:he United States granting 
the Congress of the United States ithe f-ollowing :power : 

The ·Congress ·of the Untted .States shall Mve the power to 'Prevent 
and snppi:ess .monopolies throughout the United States by .appropriate 
legislation. 

Resolvei:l turther, That th-e secr&tary -0f state ls hereby directed to 
transmit copies of the application to the Senate and Honse of Repre
sentatives· of Congress, and to transmit co_pies there.of to the presiding 
officers of each of the 1egislatures now in session tn the several States, 
requesting the cooperation of the said several legislatures. 

Adopted by the house February 24, 1911. 
Concurred in by the senate May 11, 1911. 

OFFICE DF 'HIE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

U NITED STATES OF AMERICA, State oJ Illinois, ss: 
I, James A. "Rose, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do hereby 

certify that the foregoing joint resolution of the Forty-seventh Assembly 
of the State of Illinois, passed and adopted at the regnlar session 
thereof, is a trne and correct copy of the original joint resolntion now 
on file in the office of the secretary of state. 

Jn witness ·whereof I !hereunto set .my hand and affix the great -seal 
.of State; at the city of .Springfield, this .12th day of Mayl A. D. 1911. 

[SEAL.] J'AMES • ROSE 
Secretary of State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT pre-sented I>etitions of the Mountain 
View Sunday School, of Hard,y County, W. Va.; of the Brethren 
Church of the Lower Lost River Congregation, of Hardy County, 
W. Va.; and of the Baptist Sunday school of Ilonsach, Va., 
praying for the enactment of legis1ation to prohibit the sale and 
traffic 'in opium, which were referred to the ·Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WATSON presented memori als of C. E. Arbucltle, of 
Lewisburg, W. Ya., and of sundry other citizens of that State, 
-remonstrating against the reciprocal tTade agreement between 
the United St"Rtes and Canada, which were referred to the Com
mittee <Jn Finance. 

'.Mr. J'ONES. I present a joint memorial of tbe Legislature 
of the State of Washington, relative to the organization of -a 
Territorial 1egislature in the Territory of ,Alaska. I ask that 
the joint memorial be printed in the RECORD and referred to 
the Committee ·on Territories. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to. the 
Committee un Territories and ordered to be printed in the IlEO· 
oBn, as follows : 

House joint memorial S. 
'!1.'o the hunora.ole Senate ana House of Bepresen,tatives .in. Oongreu 

auemo~a: ~ 
Whereas the Territory of Alaska is settled tty a hardy, active., and 

energetic people, nnmberi.Iig more than 64,000, according to the Thir· 
teenth Census, !l.910, who have 1:n the last '10 years added in gold ana 
fisll alone more ihan '$225~000,000 t o the wealth of the Nation, .and 
whose trade with the merchants of the United States last yea.r .a.mount-ed 
to more than $52,0.00,000, being greater than our trade with China and 
.twice as great m <value as the trnde with 'fhe Philippines ; and 

Whereas the development of the Territor y is being greatly r-etarded 
by the want of a ·mw.ma.king or Jegis.lati:ve body therein to b~ elected by 
the people: 

Resolved by the House of Repre entatmes o1 tllc Stnte of Washing
fon (the .Senam .euncurring ), Th..'l± t he ugUi1ature of Wnshington does 
hereby declare its most earnest pinion .tha..t i t is neoe sary to the de· 
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